Gongressional Becord !

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SIXTY-NINTH CONGRESS
FIRST SESSION

SENATE

Tuesvay, Janvary 19, 1926
(Legisiative day of Seturday, January 16, 1926)

The Senafe, as in open executive session, reassembled at 12
o'clock meridian, on the expiration of the recess.
As in legislative session,

MESBAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Far-
reil, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
without amendment the following bills of the Senate:

B.90. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to create
a Library of Congress trust-fund board, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 3, 1925; and

8. 1267. An act to extend the time for the completion of the
construetion of a bridge across the Columbia River between
the States of Oregon and Washington, at or within 2 miles
westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon.

The message also announced that the House had passed
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate:

H. R. 172 An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the village of
Clearwater, Minn.;

H. R. 173. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Rainy River between the village  of
Spooner, Minn and Rainy River, Ontario;

H. R. 3755 An act granfing the consent of Congress to the
counties of An(lersou, 8. C, and Elbert, Ga., tu construct a
bridge across the Savannah Ri\er,

H. R. 3852. An act to authorize the conqtruction of a bridge
over the Columbia River at a point within 2 miles downstream
from the town of Brewster, Okanogan County, State of Wash-
ington ;

H. I'% 4032. An act granting consent of Congress to the
Brownsville & Matamoros Rapid Transit Co. for construe-
tion of a bridge across the Itio Grande at Brownsville, Tex.;

H. R.4033. An act granting consent of Congress to the Hi-
dalgo & Reynosa Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across
the Rio Grande near Hidalgo, Tex. ;

. R. 4440. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
board of supervisors of Clarke County, Miss, to construct a
bridge across the Chunky River in the State of Mississippi:

H. R.4441. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Board of Supervisors of Neshoba County, Miss., to construet a
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi;

H. R.5027. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Ohio River between the municipaiities of Rochester
and Monaca, Beaver County. Pa.:

H.R.5379. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Cook. State of Illinois, to construct a bridge across
the Litfle Calumet River in Cook County, State of Illinois:

H. R.5565. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the
Civie Club of Grafton, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across
the Red River of the North;

H. R.6080. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
and approaches thereto across the Fox River in the county of
McHenry, State of Illinols, in section 26, township 45 north,
range 8 east of the third principal meridian;

H.R. 6234, An act to autherize the department of publie
works, division of highways, of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, to construct a bridge acrods the Palmer River:

H. R. 7484, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to construet, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, Ark.;
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H. J. Res. 64. A joint resolution to secure a replica of the
Houdon bust of Washington for lodgment in the Pan American
Building ; and

H. J. Res. 107. A joint resolution to provide for the expenses
of the participation of the United States in the work of a
preparatory commission to consider questions of reduction and
limitation of armaments. :

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF ESTATE TAX

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask permission to have
printed in the Recorp a letter to me from John 8. Parker, a
distinguished lawyer of New York and a well-considered memo-
randum by him as to the constitutionality of an estate tax.

There being no objection, the letter and memorandum were
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

200 FIrTH AVENUE,
New York, Janwary 15, 1926,
Hon. Duxcay U. FLETCHER,
United States Eenate, Washington, D. O.

My Dear Sexaror: I received a fow days ago the copy of your speech
on the subject of the proposed estate tax Inw and read it with great
interest,

As requested by you when I saw you at your office lust Monday, I
am inclosing herewith a memorandum which I have prepared as to the
constitntionality of the estate-tax provisions (Title IIT) of the pending
revenue bill. It seems to me to be Leyond question that Title 11, it
enacted in its present form, will be held by the Supreme Court uncon-
stitutional and void, and that the same thing may Dbe said of the
estaie-tax provisions of the revenue act of 1924,

Faithfully yours,
Jx0. 8. PARKER,
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

An act (H. R. 1) to redoce and equalize taxes, to provide revenue,
and for other purposes

MBEMORANDUM AS TO THE CONSTITUTIONALITY 0F TiTLE III, ESTATE TAS

I. The tax imposed by Title IIT (estate tax) of the revenue bill of
1926, npon the transfer of the net estate of every deccdent dying
after the enactment of the act, i a duty or excize within the mean-
Ing of section 8 of Artlele I of the Constitution, and as such is sub-
ject to the rule of uniformity as prescribed by the first clause of that
gection.

Estate, inheritance, legacy, and soccession taxes are daties or ex-
cises within the meaning of section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution
and as such are subject to the rule of uniformity. (Enowiton wv.
Moore, 178 U. 8. 41.)

II. By reason of the inclusfon in Title ITI of the proposed act of the
provision {sec. 801 (b)) allowing a credit for estate, inheritance,
legacy, and succession taxes paid to any State or Territory or the
Distriet of Uolmmnbia, the whole title is rendered repugnant to the
nniformity clavse of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution and
s void.

A tax is umniform, within the meaning of the constitutional provi-
sion on that subject, when it operites with the same effect in all
places where the subject of it is found. (Edye v. Robertson, 112 U. S.
580.)

The uniformity thus required Is the wuniformity throughout the
United States of the duty, impost, and exeise levied: that is, the
tax levied can not be one sum upon an article at ome place and a
different sum upon the same avticle at another place. The duty
received must be the same at all places throughout the United States,
proportioned to the quantity of the article disposed of or the extent
of the business dome. * * * It is cantended by the Government
that the Constitution only requires a uniformity gesgraphical In its
character. That position would be satizfied if the same dnty were
laid in all the States, however variant it might be in different places
of the same Btate. But it conld not be sustained in the latter case
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without defeating the equallty, which is an essential clement of the
uniformity required, so far as the same is practicable. (Mr. Justice
Field, in Pollock v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Co., 157 U. 8. 429.)

It needs no argument to show that in its application under existing
conditions in the several States of the Union there is no uniformity
whatsoever in the amount of the tax, and it is no answer to the
objection raised as to uniformity that the proposed law may be made
to operate uniformly throughout the United States by action of the
States.

In a recent case before the Supreme Court inveolving the constl-
tutionality of the Income tax law of the State of New York, which in
its application discriminated against citizens of other States, the
attorney general of New York argued that such diserimination conld
be removed In practice by appropriate action of the legislatures of
the other States. The Supreme Court made short work of this argu-
ment, and the reasoning of the court applies with equal force to
the proposed law now under consideration. The court said:

“In the brief submitted by the attorney general of New York In
behalf of appeilant, it is said that the framers of the act, in embody-
ing in it the provision for unequal treatment of the resldents of
other States with respect to the exemptions, looked forward to the
speedy adoption of an income tax by the adjoining States, in which
event injustice to their citizens on the part of New York could be
avoided by providing similar exemptions similarly conditioned. This,
however, is wholly speculative; New York has no authority to legislate
for the adjoining States; and we must pass upon its statute with
respect to its effect and operation in the existing situation. But,
Lesides, in view of the provisions of the Constitution of the TUnited
States, a digerimination by the State of New York against the citizens
of adjoining States would not be cured were those States to establish
lke diseriminations agalinst citizens of the State of New York. A
State may not barter away the right conferred upon its citizens by the
Constitution of the United States, to enjoy the privileges and Immuni-
ties of citizens when they go into other States. Nor can discrimina-
tion be corrected by retalintion; to prevent this was one of the chief
ends sought to be accomplished by the adoption of the Constitution.”
(Travis v. Yale & Towne Manufacturing Co., 252 U. 8. 60, 81, 82.)
111, Raid title 1TI is an invasion of the rights reserved to the States

by Article X of the amendments to the Constitution, and for that

reason also 1s unconstitutional and void.

The tenth amendment reads as follows:

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitu-
tion, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States,
respectively, or to the people.”

The avowed purpose of the proponents of the provision allowing
a credit for State taxes pald is to force uniformity among the States
in the imposition of inheritance taxes. The report of the Ways and
Meang Committee contains this significant paragraph:

“A very important change was also made in the application of the
estate taxes, Under the present Jaw a credit i{s allowed upon the
taxes of the amount of any inheritance or estate tax pald to any
State, up to 25 per cent of the Federal tax. In order to give the
varions States full freedom to make use of this tax, the committee
decided to extend the eredit which might be go allowed up to 80 per
cent of the Federal tax. The several States, by the use of this pro-
vision, will be enabled to make use of the inheritance tax without
additional cost to its citizens."”

The power to enforce uniformity of the laws of the States in their
domestle affairs is not among the powers committed to Congress by
the Constitution.

“ We must construe the law and interpret the intent and nreaning
of Congress from the language of the act. ®* * * Does this law
impose a tax with only that incidental restraint and regulation which
a tax must Inevitably involve? Or does it regulate by the use of the
so-called tax as a penalty? * * * In the light of these features
of the act, a court must be blind not to see that the so-called tax 1s
fmposed to stop the employment of children within the age limits pre-
geribed. It prohibitory and regulatory effect and purpose are palpable.
All others can see and understand this. How can we properly shut our
minds to it? * * * So here the so-called tax Is a penalty to
coerce people of a State to act as Congress wishes them to act in
respect of a matier completely the business of the State government
under the Federal Constitution.” (Chiet Justice Taft, in Bailey v.
Drexel Furniture Company, 259 U. 8. 20, 36, 37, 89.)

The only difference in principle hetween the above case and the pro-
posed law mow nnder consideration is that whereas in the child labor
case (Congress merely attempted, in the language of the Chlef Justice,
to coerce the people of a State, here we find an attempt to coerce the
sovercign States themselves In the exercise of one of the very funda-
mental functions of sovereignty, that js to say, the imposition of taxes
upon their citizens.

“ Should Congress, In the execution of its powers, adopt measures
which are prohibited by the Constitution, or should Congress, under
the pretext of executing its powers, pass laws for the accomplshment
of objects not intrusted to the Government, it would become the painful
duty of this tribumal, should a case requiring such a decision come
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before it, to say that such a law was not the law of the land."
(Chief Justice Marshall, in McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheaton.)

*“It is the high duty and function of this court in cases regularly
brought to its bar to decline to recognize or enforce seeming laws of
Congress dealing with subjects not intrusted to Congress but left or
committed hy the supreme law of the land to the control of the States.
We can not avold the duty, even though it requlre us to refuse to give
effect to legislation designed to promote the highest good. The good
sought In unconstitutional legislation is an insidious feature, because
it leads citizens and legislators of good purpose of promote it, without
thought of the serious breach 1t will make in the ark of our covenant
or the harm which will come from breaking down recognized standards.
In the maintenance of local self-government, on the one hand, and the
natlonal power, on the other, our country has been able to endure and
prosper for near a century and a haif.” (Chlef Justice Taft, in Bailey
v, Drexel Furniture Company (child labor tax ease), 250 U. 8. 20, 37.)

“ Out of a proper respect for the acts of a coordinate branch of the
Government this court has gone far to sustain taxing acts as such,
even though there has been ground for suspecting, from the weight of
the tax, 1t was Intended to destroy its subject. But In the sct before
us the presumption of validity ean not prevail, because the proof of
the contrary is found on the very face of its provisions. Grant the
validity of this law, and all that Congress would need to do hereafter,
in secking to fake over to its conirol any one of the great number of
subjects of public interest, jurisdiction of which the States have never
parted with, and which are reserved to them by the tenth amendment,
would be to enact a detailed measure of complete regulation of the
subject and enforce it by a so-called tax upon the departures from it.
To give such magie to the word *tax’ would be to break down all
constitutional limitation of the powers of Congress and completely
wipe out the sovereignty of the States.” (Chief Justice Taft in Bailey
v. Drexel Furpiture Co. (child-labor tax case), 259 U. 8. 20, 37.)

IV. Title IIT1 is void in Its entirety

“1It is elemeniary that the same statute may be In part constitu-
tional and In part unconstitutional; and if the parts are wholly inde-
pendent of each other, that which is constitutional may stand, while
that which is nneconstitutional will be rejected. And in the case before
us there Is no question as to the validity of this act, except sections 27
to 37, inclusive, which relate to the subject which has Dbeen under
discussion ; and as to them we think the rule laid down by Chief
Justice 8haw in Warren v. Charlestown (2 Gray 84) is applicable—
that If the different parts 'are so mutually connected with and de-
pendent on each other, as conditions, considerations, or compensations
for each other, as to warrant a bellef that the legislature intendud
them as a whole, and that if all could not be carried into effect tha
legislature would not pass thie residue independently, and some parts
are unconstitutional, all the provisions which are thus dependent, coun-
ditional, or connected must fall with them.” Or, as the point is put
by Mr. Justice Mathews In Polndexter v. Greenlow (114 U, 8. 270,
304 ; 5 Bup, Ct. 903, 962) : *It is undoubtedly trne that there may be
cases where one part of a statute may be enforced as constitutional and
another be declared inoperative and void becanse unconstitutional; bot
these are cases where the parts are so distinctly separable that each
can stand alone and where the court is able to see and to declare that
the intention of the legislature was that the part pronounced valid
gshould be enforceable, even though the otber should fail. To hold
otherwise would be to substitute for the law intended by the legisin-
ture one they may never have been willing by itself to enaet.' And
again, as stated by the same eminent judge in Spraizue ¢. Thompson
(118 U. B, 90, 95; 6 Sup, Ct. 988), where it was urged that certain
illegal exceptions In a section of a statute might be disregarded, but
that the rest could stand: *The insuperable difficulty with the applica-
tion of that prineiple of construction to the present instance is that by
rejecting the exceptions intended by the Legislature of Georgia the
statute is made to enact what, confessedly, the legislature never meant,
It confers upon the statute a positive operation beyond the legislative
Intent and beyond what anyone can say it would have enacted, In view
of the illegality of the exceptions.'” (Chief Justice Fuller, in the
prevailing opinlon, in Pollock v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Co., 158 U, 8,
601.)

Therefore if paragraph (b), allowing the ecredit, should be held to
he unconstitutional, the whole title would fall, becanse it is obylous
that Congress does not intend to impose the full tax without the
eredit, .

Respectfully submitted.

Joux 8. ParxER, Counsellor at Lase.

New York, January 16, 1926,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Rkcorp a number of petitions, letters,
and resolutions from citizens of Arizona urging adherence to
the Permanent Court of International Justice. I ask that the
letters and resolutions with the names signed to the pefitions
accompanying them Dbe printed in the Recoep; and that these
papers may lie on the table.

ot .,,_%_—J
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The VICE PRESIDENT.

dered.
The letters, resolutions, and petitions are as follows:

FIRST CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH
Phoeniz, Ariz., Dee.

Without objection, it is so or-

17, 1985.
Senator Hexey F. ASHURST,
Waghington, D. C. =

DEAR SENATOR: I am transmitting to you the message of many
prominent people in Phoenix and Arizona who are greatly interested
in the World Court, which comes up to-day in the Senate.

For myself I was and am for the League of Nations, but we did not
get it and it became & matter of politics and controversy.

I believe that the World Court is one step in the way of peace, and
very sineerely hope that you can support it and vote for it in the
United Btates Senate.

A merry Christmas and a happy New Year to you and yours.

Yery sincerely,
Rev, J. C. Tarar.
FirsT CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH,
Phoenio, Ariz.

The following resolution was adopted at a mass meeting at Phoenix,
Ariz, November 15, 1025, Chief Justice A. G. McAllister, of the
supreme court, presiding. All the members of the Supreme Court of
Arizona sat, with other leading citizens, on the platform. Judge
Alfred C. Lockwood, of the supreme court, presented this resolution,
which had been prepared by a committee and which was unanimously
adopted by vote:

* Whereas we believe that the United States of America should par-
ticipate in the World Court along with other nations of the world in
an attempt to substitute peaceful settlements for war in case of dis-
putes; and

*“ Whereag three successive Presidents—Wilson, Harding, and Cool-
idge—have urged upon the Senate of the United States a favorable
vote upon the entry of our country into the World Court: Therefore
be it

“Resolved, That it is the sense of this meeting of the citizens of
Phoenix, Maricepa County, Ariz, that the United States of America
should, through action of the Senate, vote to enter the World Court
at the earliest possible moment ; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Senators
representing Arizona and also that a copy be given to the local press.”

Rev. J. C. TREAT, :
For the Ministerial Asgsociation of Phoenir, Ariz.
Rev. PHILIP Y. PESDLETON,
Central Chrigtian Church,
Rev. RicHarp E. Day,
First Baptist Church.
Rev. Harpy E. INoHRAM,
First Methodist Episcopal Church,

Resolution prepared for submission that day at close of a noonday
dinner given by Bishop Atwood, of Trinity Cathedral, at his home to
this committee and others in honor of Dr. Loyal Lincoln Wirt, western
secretary of the National Council for the Prevention of War, S8an Fran-
cisco, Calif., who was the spéaker of the day upon this occasion.
PHOENIX MEMBERS OF ARIZONA NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE PREVENTION

OF WAR

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court A. G, McAllister.

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court Alfred C. Lockwood.

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court H. D. Ross.

Judge Frank O. 8mith, president Chamber of Commerce.

H. B. Watkins, secretary Chamber of Commerce.

C. 0. Cage, State superintendent of edueation.

John D). Loper, city superintendent of education.

E. W. Montgomery, principal Phoenix High School.

J. W, Laird, dean of Junior College, Phoenix,

Dr, A. W. Matthews, president State Teachers College, Tempe,

H. W. Benning, Young Men's Christian Association secretary.

Miss Grace Bennett, Young Woman's Christian Association secretary.

Mrs. H. B, Wilkinson, president Young Woman's Christian Assocla-
tion.

Mrs. C. F. Ainsworth.

Mrs, H, R. 8t, Claire, president Woman's Club, Phoenix,

Mrs. Samuel White, secretary Woman's Club, Phoenix.

Mrs. W. C. Foster, secretary department of international relations,
Wonran's Club, Thoenix,

Governor Hunt.

Mayor Whitney.

Postmaster Jones,

Mrs. Dwight B. Heard, Dr. Victor Rule, First Presbyterian Church.

Rev. H. L. Johnson, dean of Trinity Cathedral

Dr. P, ¥. Pendleton, First Christian Church,

Dr. R. E. Day, First Baptist Church.
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Dr. H, E. Ingham, First Methodist Episcopal Church.

Dr. C. Raymond Gray, Central Methodist Eplscopal Chureh.
Rev, E. C. Roberts, Nazarene Church.

Rev. F. E. Maurer, Lutheran Church.

Rev. J. G. Treat, First Congregational Church.

Rev, T. O, Douglas, Tempe Congregational Church,

Rev. J. H. Smith, Garfield Methodist Episcopal Church,

Rev. R. H. Harbert, Methodist Episcopal Church.

Tae Moxpay CLUB,
PRESCOTT, ARIZ.
Resolution

The Monday Club, of Prescott, Ariz., representing a membership of
163 women, at a meeting held November 23, 1925, adopted by unani-
mous vote, the following resolution :

“ Whereas the Monday Club believes that the United States should
take its place among the nations of the world in some concerted effort
looking toward peace; and

“ Whereas it believes that the Permanent Court of International Jus-
tice more fully realizes American ideals for the settlement of disputes
by arbitration than is now afforded by any other peace movement: and

“ Whereas a resolution embodying the Harding-Hughes-Coolidge reser-
vations, that the United States become a member of this court will
come before the BSenate during the session of Congress beginning
December 7, 1925 : Therefore be it

“ Resolved, That the Monday Club petition the Senators from Ari-
zona, the Hon. HENRY F. ASHURST and the Hon. Rarer H. CaMERON,
algo the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Hon. WiLLiAM E. Boran,
chairman, to exert their best efforts to secure favorable actionm on

the redolution that the United States join the International Court of -

Justice ; be it further
“ Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each of
the Senators from Arizona and to the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee; that a copy be spread upon the minutes of the Monday Club,
and that copies be sent to the press for publication.”
ErTA J. OLIVER, -
111 North Marina Street, Prescott, Ariz.
BLANCHE L. WHETSTINE,
ESTELLE AUBREY BROWYN,
Commitice.
The Woman's Club of Flagstaff, Ariz., has expressed itself in favor
of the United States taking its place among the other world powers
in the effort to secure peace and heartily indorses Senate Resclution
No. 5, known as the Swanson Resolution.
We hope you will give this your earpest attention when it comes
before the Senate and work for its adoption.
Mrs. F. M. GoLp, President.
Mrs. R. E. TaYvLor, Viee President.

LAVEEN, Ariz.,, Norember 28, 1925.
Mr. ASHURST,
Desr Sie: Inclosed you will find a copy of the resolution as in-
dorsed by the Laveen Women's Club of Arizona.
Very sincerely,
Mrs. WM. LoOGSDON, Gurresponding Secretary,

Resolution

Whereas the members of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs
have always been staunch advocates of peace;

Whereas we have agaln and again affirmed our belief in the settle-
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that
settlement is now effected between private individuoals;

Whereas the one step that to-day is before our country looking
towards everlasting peace is the proposition of our entrance into the
International Court of Justice;

Whereas this is absolutely a nonpartisan matter: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Laveen Women's Club go on record as heartily
favoring the entrance of the Unifed States into the World Court.

CENTRAL ARizoNA DisTRICT FEDERATION OF WOMEN'S CLUBS,
Peoria, Ariz., October 26, 1925,
DEAr SENATOR ASHURST, Washington, D, C.:
Resolution

Whereas the members of the Central Arizona District Federation of
Women's Clubs have always been staunch advocates of peace:

Whereas we have again and again afirmed our belief in the settle-
ment of difficultles by the natlons on the eame peaceful basis that settle-
ment s now effected between private Individuals;

Whereas the one step that to-day ls before this country looking
toward everlasting peace Is the proposition of our entrance into the
International Court of Justice;

Whereas this Is absolutely a nonpartisan matter: Therefore be it
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Regolved, That the Central Arizona Distriet Federation of Women's
Clubs go on record as heartily favoring the entrance of the United
Btates into the World Court.

Very sincerely yours,
Mrs. G. L. BISsINGER,
President.

Mrs. R. D. LAKE,
Corresponding Secrctary.

GILBERT, ARIZ., November 21, 1925.
To SENATOR ASHURST:

Whereas the members of the General Federation of Woman's Clubs
have always been staunch advocates of peace;

Whereas we have again and again affirmed our belief in the settle-
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that set-
tlement is now effected between private individuals;

Whereas the one step that to-day is before this country looking
toward everlasting peace is the proposition of our entrance into the
International Court of Justice;

Whereas this is absolutely a nonpartisan matter: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Woman's Improvement Club of Gilbert go on
record as heartily favoring the entrance of the United SBtates into the
World Court, s

Respectfully,
Wosax’s IaprrovEMENT CLUB OF GILRERT,
Mrs. Parn L. CRANDALL, Secrefary.

Morexci, Arrz.,, November 22, 1923.
Mr. HeNeY F. ASHURST,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D. C.

Diar Sie; I wish you would permit me to say that I am most
heartily in favor of the proposal that the United States enter the
Permanent Court of International Justice now established at The
Hague, and that it is my earnest hope that you are of kindred mind on
the matter and will be ready to give all your influence as well as
yvour vote to accomplish this end.

1 have already conveyed to you the sentiment of the congregation
of which I am pastor, a unanimous expression from the best part of
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record as approving of and advocating the participation of the United

States of America in the World Court, and that we urge upon the Sen-

ators from Arizona to support it with their votes and influence.

%‘Resolved, That our secretary be instructed to send a copy of this

resolution to each of our Senators in Congress.”

Yours very sincerely,
BerTRAND R. COCKS, Secretary.
Signed ;
J. W. Atwood, Bishop of Arlzona; J. R. Jenkins, Archdeacon

of Arizona; Bertrand R. Cocks, General Missionary of
Arizona ; Herbert L. Johnson, Dean of Trinity Cathedral,
Phoenix; Edward H. Freeland, Trinity Cathedral,
Phoenix; G, 0. T. Bruce, St. Mark's Church, Mesa;
Henry Clark Smith, S8t. Andrew's Church, Nogales:
H. H. Gillles, Trinity Church, Kingman ; A. W. Nicholls,
8t. Luke's Charch, Prescott ; George V. Harris, Epiphany
Church, Flagstaff; Thes. R. Williams, Christ Church,
Jerome ; William J. Dixon, St. Paul’s Church, Yuma:
George A. Wieland, 8t. John's Church, Globe; E. C,
Tuthill, Grace Church, Tucson,

Morexct, ARz, November 22, 1923,
Senator ASHURST,
Washington, D, C.

Dear SeNAToR AsnursT: I trust that I may be permitted to convey
fo you as our Benator the hope that you will use your great influence
and power to caunse the United States to enter the Permanent Court of
International Justice.

I have always favored the League of Nations, but bellieving that a
situation has been ereated In the United States making it almost im-
possible for our country to become n member. I therefore am forced
to view with favor the Permanent Court of International Justice,

With many others in our community, T am convinced that the United
States of Amerlea, backed by its preponderating Influence and power,
ean and should aid in adjusting the great dificulties in which Furope
is mow struggling and which may even threaten our high civilization.
It would seem that America can no longer hope to keep itself free from
the influences resulting from conditions obtainlng in Europe,

My dear Benator, I hope that you will not consider this letter pre-

our population, and I am now writing to give personal expression to
my own position on the question, And further, I shall be very deeply
disappointed should the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate
hesitate or refuse to report out this proposition or should the measure
be loaded down with reservations or other limitations calculated to
defeat its purpese or to make it impossible for this country to play
a positive and constructive part in the great movement to secure the
adjustment of international disputes by law instead of by war. For
once, may I not hope that mere partisan considerations will give way
and that there may be heard only the crying need of mankind for
peace?
Yours very truly,
Artay EKricHBAUM,
Pastor, Presbyterian Church, Morenci, Aris,

MoRrENCI, ARriz., November 20, 1923,
Hon, Hexry F. ASHURST,
United Statez Benate, Washington, D, C, E

Dear Sir: We, the pastor and elders of the Presbyterian church of
Morenci, Ariz., desire to state that we have been commissioned by
the congregation of this church to make known to you its unanimous
indorsement of the proposal that the United States enter the Per-
manent Court of International Justice already organized and estab-
lished at The Hague as recommended by the late President Harding,
and to express to you its earnest hope that you will use all your
influence as well as your vote to accomplish this end.

To this we wish to add our own emphatic indorsement and to
express to you our own personal feeling that our country should
play a foremost part in the movement to secure lasting peace for
mankind, the end of bloody war,

Yours very truly,

ArLrax KRrICHBAUM,
Pastor and Moderator af Sesslon.
L. J. Owex,
Clerk of Bession.

Bisnor's Housg,
Phoeniz, Ariz., December 1, 1923,
Hon. Hexry F. ASHURST,
United States Senate, Washington, D, (.

My Dear Mer. ASHURST: The following resolutlon was unanimously
adopted at a recent meeting of the clergy of the Protestant Episcopal
Chureh of Arizona. Will you not use your best efforts in this matter?

“Reaulred, That the conference of the clergy of the Protestant LEpis-
copal Church of the district of Arizona, assembled in Phoenix, goes on
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ptious, but an expressed hope from one of your constitnency that
the United States will find a way to play a great and effective part in
international adjustments,
With kind personal regards, 1T am,

Very slocerely yours, W. E. Lors.

MIXISTERIAL ASSOCIATION,
Douglas, Ariz., November 30, 1923,
Hon. HExry F. ASHURST,
United States Senate, Washington, D. €.

Dear Bin: At a recent meeting of the Ministerial Association of
Douglas, Ariz., it was unanimously resolved that we urge upon our rep-
resentatives in the United States Senate to support the “ World Court”
idea as suggested by our late IP'resident Harding in assisting foreign
nations in getting back te normal conditions.

Sincerely yours,
B. F, Fraser, Clerk,

THE SaTURDAY CLUB,
Duncan, Ariz., Janwary 26, 1925,
Hon. HENRY I, ASHURST,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Bie: The majority of the Saturday Club members of Duncan at
a recent meeting voted to ask our Senators and Representative to vote
in favor of United States joining the World Court on the basls of the
Harding-Hughes reservation,

Dr. Agnes McKee Wallace and myself send a minority report against
joining World Court,

Believe me,

Most sincerely yours,

(Mrs, RoBT.) ALicE LER MONTGOMERY,
Corresponding Secretary of Saturday Olud.

GrLosE WoOMEN'S DEMOCRATIC CLUR,
Globe, Ariz., May 27, 192,
Hon, Hexry F. ASHURST,
Washington, D. C.

My DeAr Mg. ASHURST : At a speclal meeting of the (lobe Women's
Democratic Club, May 2824, the World Court guestion was dlscussged,
and it was moved, seconded, and carried that I convey to you the deci-
sion of the club in the matter.

The discussion of the “ Bok peace plan ™ has brought a pretty gen-
eral opinlon, I think I may say, that for the United States to join the
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World Court with the Harding-Hughes reservation iz not only safe
and practicable but advisable, and such is the expressed opinion of the
club.

In the words of a representative of women's organizations, * The pro-
posal of Senator Lodge (to form a new World Court) would delay our
entrance into the World Court indefinitely. What the women want is
constructive action now.”

TWe are glad that the recommendation to join the Werld Court has
been reported out of the Foreign Relations Commlittee at last, and now,
of course, will come the contest to get rid of the hampering Pepper
reservations and to get the Harding-Hughes reservations substituted.
It was saild a few months ago that a poll of the Senate at that time
ghowed that there were enough favorable to do that, and we are sin-
cerely hoping that that action will have your earnest support.

Very respectfully yours,
STELLA L. HECHTMAN,
Recording Secretary,
Globe (Ariz.) Women’s Democratic Club,
TUNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA,
Tucson, Ariz., February 7, 1925,
Benator H. F. ASHURST, -
United Btates Eenate, Washington, D. O.

My DEAR SENATOR ASHURST: As a citizen of Arizona I desire to
urge upon you the exertion of your interest to bring before the full
Benate at the earliest possible date the guestion of the adherence
of the United States to the World Court on the Harding-Hughes
terms. f

This great question Is of outstanding importance as regards the
future of civilization and the avoidance of war and its consideration
ghould not be postponed. I feel that my self-respect as an American
citizen demands every effort on my part to secure the participation
of the United States In this court and I firmly believe that most
of our citizens who have informed themselves as to the organization
and purposes of the World Court are of the same mind.

Yours very truly,
F. L. RANSOME.

—_——

ALHAMERA, ARIZ., December 5, 1925,
Hon. HEXRY F. ASHURST,
United States Senafe.
Dear Bir:
Resolution

Whereas the members of the General Federatlon of Women's Clubs
have always been staunch advocates of peace.

Whereas we have again and again affirmed our belief in the settle-
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that
settlement is now effected between private individuals.

Whereas the one step that to-day is before this country looking
toward everlasting peace Is the proposition of our entrance into the
International Court of Justice.

Whereas this is a nonpartisan matter: Therefore be it

Regoleed, That the Alhambra neighborhood go on record as heartily
favoring the entrance of the Unlted Btates Into the World Court.

Bincerely yours,
ELpa HERSHEY,
Chairman of International Relations.
Mrg, D. 8. HERSHEY,
Glendale, Ariz.

Mr. WILLIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Ashtabula, Ohio, remonstrating against the participation of
the United States in the Permanent Court of International
Justice, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of sundry citizens
of Oneida, N. Y., and vicinity, praying for the participation
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International
Justice under the terms of the so-called Harding-Hughes-Cool-
idge plan, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 117) for the relief of the owner of the Coast
Transit Division barge No. 4 (Rept. No. 45) ;

A bill (8. 493) for the relief of the owner of the steamship
British Isies (Rept. No. 46) ; and
% A hil)l (8. 1519) for the relief of the P. Dougherty Co. (Rept.

NO. 47).

Mr. BAYARD also, from the Committee on Claims, to which
were Teferred the following bills, reported them severally with
an amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 494) for the relief of all owners of cargo aboard
the American steamship Almirante at the time of her collision
with the U. 8. 8. Hisko (Rept. No. 48) ;
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A bill (8. 508) for the relief of the owners of eargo laden
aboard the U. 8, transport Florence Luckenbach on or about
December 27, 1918 (Rept. No. 49) ; and

A bill (8. 530) for the relief of the owners of the steamship
Basse Indre and all owners of cargoe laden aboard said vessel
at the time of her collision with the steamship Housalfonic
(Rept. No. 50).

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Irrigation and Rec-
lamation, to which was referred the bill (8. 1170) to previde
for the appointment of a commissioner of reclamation, and for
other purposes, reported it with an amendment and submitted
a report (No. 61) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. GERRY:

A bill (8. 2604) to establish a board of public welfare in and
for the District of Columbia, to determine its funetions, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Distriet of
Columbia.

By Mr. McLEAN:

A bill (8. 2606) to prohibit offering for sale as Federal farm-
loan bonds any securities not issued under the terms of the
farm loan act; to limit the use of the words * Federal,” * United
States,” or “reserve,” or a combination of such words; to pro-
hibit false advertising; and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. BROOKHART :

A bill (8. 2607) for the purpose of more effectively meeting
the obligations of the existing migratory-bird treaty with
Great Britain by the establishment of migratory-bird refuges
to furnish in perpetnity homes for migratory birds, the pro-
vision of funds for establishing such areas, and the furnishing
of adequate protection of migratory birds, for the establish-
ment of public shooting grounds to preserve the American sys-
tem of free shooting, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. EDGE:

A bill (8. 2609) for the relief of James E. Van Horne; and

A bill (8. 2610) to authorize payment to the Pennsylvania
Railroad Co., a corporation, for damages to its rolling stock at
Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, N. J., on August 16, 1922: to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McNARY:

A bill (8. 2611) to improve the status of certain retired en--

listed men who volunteered for duty and served &8s commis-
sioned officers in the Army of the United States during the
World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 2612) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
appraise tribal property of the Klamath and Modoc Tribes and
the Yahooskin Band of Snake Indians, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. MOSES:

A bill (8. 2613) granting a pension to Lottie M. Glazier
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensicns.

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 2614) to increase the efficiency of the Air Service
of the United States Army; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

A bill (8. 2615) to authorize common carriers engaged in
interstate commerce to transport any. blind person, accom-
panied by a guide, for one fare; to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

A bill (8. 2616) for the relief of Herman Shulof;

A bill (8. 2617) for the relief of Charles D. Shay; and

A bill (8. 2618) for the relief of the National Surety Co.:
to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. WATSON:

A bill (8. 2619) for the relief of Oliver J, Larkin and Lona
Larkin, of Greencastle, Ind. (with accompanying papers); to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CAPPER: -

A bill (8. 2620) for the relief of certain newspapers for ad-
vertising services rendered the Public Health Service of the
Treasufy Deparfment; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 2621) to extend the benefits of section 4693 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States to certain soldiers of the
Civil War and to certain widows, former widows, minor
children, and helpless children of said soldiers, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. McEKINLEY :

A bill (8. 2622) making an appropriation of $100,000 for
the improvement of the harbor and the levee on the Ohio River
at Shawneetown, IlL; to the Committee on Commerce.
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By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas:

A bill (8. 2623) to find markets and to provide credits for
financing the exportation of surplus agricultural products, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

PROPOSED DEPARTMENT OF PUBLI0 WORKS AND DOMAIN

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, as in legisla-
tive session, I desire to introduce a bill which I intended to
present on vesterday, but overlooked. It is a bill providing
for change of the name of the Department of the Interior to
the “department of public works and domain” and to provide
for the reorganization and more effective coordination of
public works and the functions of the Federal Government in
the aforesaid department.

I desire to make the statement that those who are behind
the bill, the engineers of the country, are not opposed to the
general reorganization bill. As a matter of fact, they are
heartiky in favor of it. They are not having this bill intro-
duced now to interfere with the general reorganization bill.
They do not propose to press this bill until it is demonstrated
that there is no possibility for the passage of the general
reorganization measure. I wanted to make this statement in
justice to them. They desired to have the bill introduced so
they conld discuss its provisions.

1 ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys.

The bill (S, 2605) to change the name of the Department
of the Interior to the Department of Public Works and Domain
and to provide for the reorganization and more effective coor-
dination of the public-works functions of the Federal Govern-
ment in the aforesaid department was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands aud Surveys.

IMMIGRATION OF CERTAIN WORLD WAR VETERANS

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As in legislative session, I ask
leave to introduce a bill regulating immigration and naturali-
zation of certain veterans of the World War and ask that it
be referred to the Committee on Immigration. .

The bill (8. 2608) regulating immigration and naturalization
of certain veterans of the World War was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. COPELAND subsequently said: Mr. President, this
morning the Senator from Pennsyivania [Mr. REep] introdunced

a very important bill relating to an amendment to the immi- |

gration law to permit the admission of certain Italian soldiers.

I should like, as in legislative session, out of order, to present |

three short articles for printing in the Rzcorp in connection
with that bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the New York American of Monday, January 18, 1026]

Frve THOUSAND War HEeroEs Bea REENTRY INTO UNITED STATES—
FOUGHT FOR AMERICA—BARRED BY STATUTE FOR LIMITING ALIENS

The following letter, signed by sonre of the most prominent men in
the Industrial life of New York, who are of Itallan extraction, has been
received by the New York American:

Epitor NEW YORK AMERICAN,
New York City, N. Y.

Drar Sie; May we eall your attention to the astonishing fact that
there are nearly 5,000 young Italians, formerly residents of this coun-
try, who after having enlisted as volunteers in the United States Army
and sgerving this country in France now find themselves barred from
coming back here by the United States Immigration laws?

Having performed their full duty, they were mustered out at the
end of the World War, and feeling certain that they would bave no
trouble getting back to the United States they went to Italy for a
visit,

They merely took advantage of the fact that they were in Europe
and near the land of their birth to go to see their relatives.

JUSTICE FOR THESH

We appeal to you to ask if the ITearst newspapers can not use their
great influence to get justice for these young Italiams, who had hoped
and still hope to become good, useful American citizens,

Your newspapers have always stood for equal justice to al peoples,
We are confident that after you have examined the facts you will feel,
as we do, that these men should have been allowed to come back to us
long ago. We nsk you to work for their inrmediate admission to this
country,

When our conntry needed these boys, they did not heslitate.

Many thousands of them threw everything aside and, without wait-
ing to be drafted, enlisted voluntarily.

General Pershing was glad to have them.

They did everything that was asked of them.

The Chair
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They took every risk that any American citizen in the American
Army took. They were among the boys who stood back of Iershing
when he said, * Lafayette, we have come.”

PROUD OF THEM THEN

These boys formerly trod the streets of American citles and were
among the boys we sent foods and medicines to. We were glad in
those days to do everything for them.

But a few short years ago some of these very boys marched down
our avenues, and with our hearts full of gratitude we called them
heroes, We didn't ask themy where they were born.

They were American enough at heart to throw aside every considera-
tion except the good of the American Republic. And we considered
them American enough to be glad to accept the proffer of their lives.

All of the boys who are now in Italy hoplng to’ get back here
had come to the United States originally intending to become citizens.
Had it not been that they saw fit to perform the greatest possible serv-
ice for this country they would now probably all be American citizens,

When these boys originally came to the United States they aid not
expect an easy time. They knew they had to give as well as receive,
and that in return for the great opportunities they would find in our
land they would have to glve all of their energy and ability, and
that they could not help themselyes without helping the United States.

WILLING TO TOIL

They knew from the history of the past that It was an uphill fight
to come here as an Ifalian immigrant and progress to the upper rungs
of the ladder of success. But they were willing to go through every-
thing that faced them, because they knew that Uncle Bany has had
oceasion proudly to observe his Italian stepchildren go into high places
in American art, literature, finance, and industrial development.

They showed their willingness to meet their obligation by going
right into the Army when the call for men came, and before they were
fairly started in the industrial army of America.

We feel that it is un-American to keep these men out, We talk
as Americans, purely and simply. We think we understand the minds
and hearts of all true Americans who nray have been here for gen-
erations before us when we say that the founders of the American
Republic would let these Italians come here and take their proper place
in the life of the country they adopted.

WANT PUBLIC TO ENOW

May we urge that this matter be taken up at once by your news-
papers, that you investigate the facts, and that you begin letting the
entire American public know of this situation? MAay we ask that you
work toward the introduction and passage of any necessary laws to
remedy this wrong?

Your newspapers have done many glorions things In the past, and we
hope you will add new glory to your name by making a great fight for
these men who want to come back to us aund again be a part of our
national life.

Yery sincerely,

Raren CILUZEZL
AXTHOXY DPATERNOD.
JosEPH PIROZEL
Harey CHAMPOLL
Vicror CERANONE.
PASQUALE SIMONELLE
AXTOX10 BTELLA.

N. B.—In your investigation you may find that this same situation
may exist as to young men of foreign extractlon other than Italian;
and if you do, we pray that you will fight for thelr admdission just as
strongly as you do for the admission of the Italians,

[From the New York American of Tuesday, January 18, 1826]
Bora Houses A To Brive HErROES HOME—IMMIGRATION OFFICIALS
Draw Bt r0o ALtow UNitep StaTes VETERANS REENTRY TO
ADOPTED LAND—REPRESENTATIVE ROYAL JoHXS0N oF BorTH DagoTa
AXD BENATOR REED OF PEXNSYLVANIA READY TO FIOHT FOR THE
MEASURE
{(By John A, Kennedy, Unlversal Service Staff Correspondent)

WasnixgroyN, January 18.—The first step in & movement by the
Government to take down the barriers which now prevent the return
to the United Btates of thousands of foreign-born American war
veterans, barred by gquota provisions of the immigration law, will be
taken in both the House and Senate to-morrow.

At that time a concurrent bill drafted to-day by immigration offi-
cials will be introduced by Senator Davip A. Reep, Republican, of
Pennsylvania, member of the Immigration Committee, and by Repre-
sentative Rovar C. Jomxsox, Republican, of South Dakota, chairman
of the Veterans' Affalrs Committee.

LIFY BARS 12

The bill proposes to lift quota bars for a period of 12 months for
al]l persons bolding discharges from the armed forces of the United
Btates.

MONTHS
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It also will eliminate another injustice to aliens who served under
the American flag by validating the naturalization papers of hundreds
of American veterans whose citizenship papers were recently declared
invalid by the Supreme Court,

Care is being taken in preparing the measure to see that it meets
every requirement of the courts.

SPEEDY RESPONSE

This was the speedy and patriotic response to an appeal made to
the Hearst newspapers by Italian-American war veterans that an
almost incomprehensible injustice unwittingly done thousands of their
fellow soldiers in the American Army, as well as American war vet-
erans now in other countries, be remedied.

Already Senator Reep hag had informal conferences with his col-
leagues on the Immigration Committee with regdrd to the sltuation.
Every Senator thus far interviewed is said to favor the bill

Both Sepnator ReEep and Representative JorNsoN will press for early
action by the committees to which the bill is referred, so that passage
can be expedited.

More than 5,000 former American soldlers, In foreign lands, resl-
dents but not citizens of this country, who offered their lives in de-
fense of the flag, are stranded in Italy alome, careful survey discloses.

One thousand bear scars of battle, with records of valiant heroism
written both on their bodies and in their discharge papers presented
by the Government when they were mustered out of service.

Thousands of American war veterans are in the same situation in
other European countries. All are eager to return to the land for
which they fought, but are prevented by the gquota restrictions of the
present immigration act.

VISITED NATIVE LANDS

The majority of their number are men who marched to the recruit-
ing stations and volunteered in the stirring days of 1917.

When the armistice brought their period of service under the Stars
and Btripes to an end, these men elected to visit thelr native lands
to see the loved ones from whom they bad been separated for years.

While the visits were in progress Uncle Sam passed a new immi-
gration exclusion law. The gquota allowed Italy was very small
Only the families of Italians then in this country could be allowed to
enter.

The loyal Italians who fought and bled in France must walt.
men are still waiting,

“ Qurs is not an ungrateful Government,” gaid Representative JoHN-
soN, himself a wounded veteran of the A, E. F.,, when told of the
circumstances in which Italian-American veterans now find themselves.

* Every Member of Congress sbould and, I am sure, will be in favor
of speedy enactment of this bill.

“When Congress passed the last immigration act it did not intend
to bar men who bave served the Stars and Stripes in times of war.,

These

VALIANT SERVICE CITED

“The men who fought for America in time of war are certainly
acceptable to her in times of peace.

“The supreme test of allegiance to a country is the test of service
in war.

“1 don't eare how large their number, nor how far the Government
will have to go to provide passage facilities for their return to the
United States, these loyal Americans should be given leave to return
at once.”

[From the New York American of Tuesday, January 19, 1926]
UNITED STATES VETERANS' RELIEF CALLED URGENT STEP

(By Senator Davip A. REEp, United States Senator from Pennsylvania.
Written for Universal SBervice)

WasHINGTON, January 18.

Although 1 am emphatically opposed to tinkering with the present
immigration laws, especially as regards letting down the bars set up
by the quota restrictions of the present act, I feel sure the situation in
which American war veterans in Europe now find themseives should be
given speedy remedy,

. The men who have fought for this Government certainly have a right
to live here,

Soldlers, sailors, or marines who took part in the World War, either
in France or at home, received such a baptism in Americanism as
ghould entitle them to entrance into thig country without respect to
quota laws,

The situation revealed by Universal Bervice as existing in Europe,
where vallant soldiers, many of them with remarkable records on the
battle flelds of France, are barred from this country, should be given
speedy remedy by this Government,

1 earnestly hope that the bill granting them entrance, which I plan
to Introduce to-morrow, will be quickly adopted by both Houses of
Congress.

By so doing the National Legislature will right a real wrong.
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THE WORLD COURT

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask
that it be read and le on the table.
The resolution (S. Res. 119) was read, as follows:

Whereas the people of the United States have not had the oppor-
tunity to fully inform themselves as to the true meaning of the so-
called World Court; and

Whereas there is no immediate necessity for the United States to
pass any resolution in reference thereto; and

Whereas it 18 but falr and just to give the people the right to
express themselves fully and thoroughly upon this subject: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the date to vote upon the pending resolution and
protocol of the World Court is hereby fixed for the Sth day of
December, 19286,

mg;he VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the
e.
HEARINGS BEFORE THE PUBLIC LANDS COMMITTEE

Mr. STANFIELD submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
120), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands and Burveys, or any
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, aunthorized during the Sixty-
ninth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer
oaths, and to employ & stenographer at a cost not to exceed 23 cents
per 100 words, to report such hearings as may be had In connection
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses
thereof to be pald out of the contingent fund of the Senate: and that
the commitiee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses-
slons or recesses of the Senate,

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES

Mr. McKINLEY submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
121), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, or any subcommitiee
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-ninth Congress
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to
employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words,
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject
which may be before said committee, the expenses thercof to be paid
out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the
Senate.

HOUSE EILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED

The following bills and joint resolutions were severally
read twice by their titles and referred as indicated below:

H. R.172. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the village of
Clearwater, Minn. ;

H. R.173. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Rainy River between the village of
Spooner, Minn., and Rainy River, Ontario ;

H. R.3755. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the
counties of Anderson, 8. C, and Elbert, Ga., to construct a
bridge across the Savannah River;

H. R.3852. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
over the Columbia River at a point within 2 miles down-
stream from the town of Brewster, Okanogan County, State
of Washington ;

H.R.4032. An act granting consent of Congress to the
Brownsyille & Matamoros Rapid Transit Co. for construction
of a bridge across the Rio Grande at Brownsville, Tex.;

IH. R. 4033. An act granting consent of Congress to the Hi-
dalgo & Reynosa Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge
across the Rio Grande near Hidalgo, Tex.;

H.R.4440. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
board of supervisors of Clarke County, Miss, to construct a
bridge across the Chunky River, in the State of Mississippi;

H. R. 4441, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
board of supervisors of Neshoba County, Miss., to consiruct a
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi;

H. R.5027. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Ohio River between the municipalities of Rochester
and Monaca, Beaver County, Pa.;

H. R.5379. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct a bridge across
the Little Calumet River in Cook County, State of Illinois;

H. R. 5565, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Civic Club, of Grafton, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across
the Red River of the North;
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H. R.6080. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
and approaches thereto across the Fox River in the county of
McHenry, State of Illinois, in section 26, township 45 north,
range 8 east of the third principal meridian;

H. R.6234. An act to authorize the department of public
works, division of highways, of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, to construct a bridge across Palmer River; and

H. R. 7484. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton,
Ark.; to the Committee on Commerce.

I J. Res, 64. A joint resolution to secure a replica of the
Houdon bust of Washington for lodgment in the Pan American
Building; to the Committee on the Library.

H. J. Res. 107. A joint resolution to provide for the expenses
of the participation of the United States in the work of a
preparatory commission to consider questions of reduction and
limitation of armaments; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

POLICE RAID ON CAFE

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I send to the desk a newspaper
clipping which I ask to have read, after which I desire to make
a personal remark with reference to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk will read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

[From the Washington Times, January 18, 1926]
DipLoMATIC IMMUNITY IN LiQuor AND TRAFFIC CASES
(By Bill Price)

When the impetuous Senator BLEAsE, of South Carolina, attacks the
Police Department for arresting women and releasing diplomats partici-
pating in a " likker" party at a cabaret a few nights ago he doesn’t

. know that this diplomatic * immunity " stufft-is abborred by all Wash-

ington policemen,

The District Commissioners have reported to the State Department
numerous instances of flagrant violations of traffic laws of the District
by diplomatic attachés and members of their families, accompanied by
the grossest insults to trafiic officers who sought to make arrests, but
were confronted with the * immunity " claim. Nothing has ever been
done about it. !

The Carolina Senator, though, is merely following his usual trail of
decrying the strict application of law to the unimportant personages
of life while the ones of consequence and {mportance get off easily ;
maybe never arrested at all. The * cotton-mill boys™ of South Caro-
lina and folks who have to “work for a living" have always been
ardent supporters of the Semator. You can't blame them either, be-
cause he is always fighting for the * under dog” in life.

According to him, bootleggers swarm the Senate and House Office
Buildings, “ even come under the very dome of the Capitol"” and go
unmolested. * Prohibition is only for the poor devils who haven't
got the money to buy liquor,” or who, wheun they buy in pint gquantities,
are held to the law by enforeement officers.

Diplomatic * immunity " in whisky should extend only to foreigm
representatives in their own embassies or legations, When they go
outside of these embassies, which are regarded as emblematic of thelr
respective nations, they should become amenable to the laws of this
country or of the Distriet,

When diplomatic attachés openly, deliberately violate traffic laws of
the District, speeding when they get ready, and endangering lives,
they should be amenable to our laws, just as they would it guilty
of graver crimes.

There was the case of o few days ago of the attaché of the Egyptian
legation speeding at 40 miles an hour. The attaché's only excuse
to the policeman who followed him and called him to account was
that he was “in a hurry.” :

Some tlme ago a Washington policeman who hopped on the run-
ning board of a speeding machine had his cap grabbed off his head
and contempuously thrown to the ground. This was by *the wife
of the secretary of such and such an embassy.”” When the officer in-
sisted on credentinls he was called a “ dirty American pig."

Washington policemen simply can't help themselves. If they arrest
American women who make themselves pals of foreign attachés in
drinking bouts In public places they merely do their duty. Amerlcan
women can't mix in where tar is without getting smeared. Policemen
do not make unpopular laws. They merely enforce them. If they
didn't do this they would be dismissed.

The immunity of Members of Congress from arrest is antiguated
and should no longer apply. This congressional immunity bad its
foundation in the practices of the early English parliaments. When
royulty gave way to democracy in England, and parlinment was estab-
lished, political conditions were so bitter that it was possible for
royalists to arrest on trumped-up charges a majority of the members
of Parliament on thelr way to meetings of that body, thereby thwart-
ing the will of the people. Members of Parliament who lived many
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miles away, and were days in getting to London, were made immune
to arrest, because it was felt that the people of a parllamentary dis-
trict should not be deprived of representation, especially through un-
fair political tacties.

No such conditions prevail in this country to-day.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I wish to state, taking what
Mr. Price said to be true in reference to the police department,
that I do not think they should receive orders from any su-
perior officer which would prohibit them from performing their
well-defined duties. I think when such is the case it is their
duty to report to some superior authority that they are being
hindered in the performance of their duty by some inferior who
is willing to show partiality.

The bill that I introduced yesterday does not exempt Sena-
tors or Representatives in Congress, or anyone else, but pro-
vides that all the Federal officers of the counfry shall be
instructed to enforee all laws equally and impartially against
fsugt men or women anywhere within the limits of the United

es.
AMERICAN NATIONAL LIVESTOCK ASSOCIATION

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have inserted in the Recorp an article from the Arizona
Gazette which gives an account of the session of the American
National Livestock Association in convention assembled at
Phoenix, Ariz., on January 12, 13, and 14, 1926. =

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? If not, leave is
granted.

The article is as follows:

Natioxan MegT OPENED—PRESIDENT BixBY IN ADDRESS TO COWMEN—
Vicorous DESUNCIATION OF FREIGHT RATES BY SPEAKER—800 IN
ATTENDANCE

Vigorous denunciation of existing lvestock freight rates and of
grazing fees on the national forests and a plea for better tariff pro-
tection for the industry was contained in the annual address delivered
this morning at the opening session of the American National Live-
stock Assoclation by Presldent Fred H. Bixby, of Long Beach, Calif.

Following in the wake of the four all-State conventions which
occupled the first two days of the week, the American National Live-
stock Assoclation, with representatives from 14 Western and Middle
Western States, all prominent In the cattle-growing and beef-packing
interests of the country, opened its twenty-ninth annual convention at
the Masonic temple this morning. More than 800 cattlemen and
packers attended the initial opening.

President Bixby devoted a part of his address toward the adminis-
tration of the packers and stockyards act and sald that * perhaps a
congressional investigation might develop something of interest.”

“We belleve the present frelght-rate schedules on livestock are ex-
cessive, unsound, and unfalr, and should be reduced,” Mr. Bixby told
the assembled delegates.

BAYS FEES EXCESSIVE

“ We belleve the present charges for grazing on the United States
forest reserves are In some instances too high—in most cases more
than the cost of administration of the grazing—and in many cases
the mechanical administration of grazing In the forests most unsatis-
factory.

“We are against commerclallzation of the forests,” Mr. Bixby as-
gerted, “and want tenure of our rights to be stabilized and stand-
ardized by law rather than to remain subject to the jurisdiction of
some department head in Washington. We have always stood for
some confrol of the unappropriated public domain. The 186,000,000
acres now known as public or Government land must be regulated
in some cquitable way so that the users of the grass on these ranges
can expect protection, proper administration, and permanency of
rights at the smallest cost possible. Special preference for the present
users and for those whose adjacent privately owned lands are de-
pendent upon the grazing of these Government areas must be taken
into consideration.

TARIFF DEMANDED

% We must have a tarif of 6 cents a pound on green or fresh
salted hides and 15 cents a pound on dry hides,” Mr. Bixby declared.
“ This duty would increase the value of our cattle from $2 to $3 per
head, and would work a hardship on no one. In addition to this,
dressed meats, canned meats, and all other meat products should be
adequately protected. There is a certain amount of protection now,
but not enough.

“At present the United States 13 the dumping ground for all the
surplus hides of the wobld,” he continued, “and prices of our domes-
tle production are on the world level. A fair duty on hides would
put some ‘pep' back into the cattle business.”

Mr. Blxby also expressed dissatisfaction with the commissions now
being assessed stock growers at the central markets, and the demand
was made by him that these charges be redueed to a level commen-
surate with the price recelved for cattle by the stock growers.




1926

YEAR'E WORK REVIEWED

“Among other things that we stand for,” Mr. Bixby asserted, * are
the eradication of predatory animals, truth in fabrie, truth in meats,
against unfair restrictions on oleo products, uniform sanitary and
guardntine regulations, and uniform chattel mortgage laws.”

In reviewing the work of the past year Mr. Bixby asserted that the
association had accomplished a great deal, but that * we have not
secured all that we went out for, nmor all that we were justly en-
titled to.”

* The greatest asset of a militant organization such as ours,” he
declared, “ is that we are ready and equipped at all times to defend our
rights.” :

FIGHTING BUREAUCRATS

Marked enthusiasm followed the reading of a letter by George K.
Bowden, extending warm personal greetings and cordial good wishes of
United States Senator RALPH H, CAMERON to the assembled delegates.

Advice to “ get closer together, cooperate fully, and demand your just
rights in the great questions of grazing fees and utilization of public
lands” was the main subject in the missive wherein the Senator urged
a continuance of the substantial backing of the legislative problems
shown in the past year by the members of the organization.

“1t is true,” Benator CAMERON wrote, " that we have picked a fight
with the bureaucrats in Washington, but at least we are making an
honorable fight and I believe a successful one to restore to people of the
West a reasonable and sane administration of these great mnatural
rescurces.” :

Mr. CamuroN praised the members of the lvestock association for
thelr alertness in rallying to his support, and for their enthusiasm
manifested when the waiver for grazing fees was first placed by him in
Congress,

RULE INVOKES OUIDANCE

The first session of the convention, conducted by President Bixby,
opened at 10.15 a. m. with an invocation by Rev. Victor A. Rale.
Henry G. Boice, pregident of the Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association,
gave the first address of welcome, after which Judge Frank O. Smith,
president of the Phoenix Chamber of Commerce, extended hearty wel-
come to the visiting delegates to the gold spot, and assuring them of
the hearty cooperation of the local clvic organizations in any problems
that might come up during their stay in the city.

The response was given by George A, Clough, delegate from San
Franecisco, filling the place of former President Ike T. Pryor, who was
unable to be present. Mr. Clongh was raised in Arizona, his grand-
father having been a ploneer in this State. Organization in the agri-
cultural prijects throughout the country, he asserted, was the cause
of their suceess and prosperity, and maintained that it was the hope of
the caftlemen to so organize themselves, thus placing the eattle industry
on the same basis.

AFTERNOON BESSION

He also touched lightly on the problem of labor which was facing the
Southwestern States, inasmuch as the American cowboys were rapidly
fading from view, giving way to Mexicans,

The problem of proposed legislation as to the natlonal forests and
public domain, which was discussed by George K. Bowden, attorney for
the Senate Commitiee on Public Lands, was under consideration this
afternoon.

Other speakers of the afternoon were: J. M. McFarlane, president of
the Utah Cattle and Horse Growers' Association; Sam H. Cowen, at-
torney for the association at Fort Worth, Tex.; and T. H. Ramsey,
president of the Pacific National Agricultural Credit Corporation, San
Franeisco,

THE WORLD COURT

The Senate, in open executive session, resumed the consldera-
tion of Senate Resolution 5, providing for adhesion on the part
of the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, and
the adjoined statute for the Permanent Court of International
Justice, with reservations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. Breasg] is entitled to the floor.

Mr. BLEASE. I had two articles that I expected to read this
morning with reference to the World Court, but I shall post-
gone reading them until a later day. I therefore yield the

oor,

Mr. JOHNSON obtained the floor,

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, 1 suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Cameron
Bayard Capper
Bingham Caraway
Dlease Copeland
Borah Couzens
RBratton Cumming
Brookhart Curtis
Bruee Dale
Butler Deneen

Dill
Edge
Ernst
Fernald
Ferris
Fess
Fletcher
zier
George
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Stanfield
Stephens
Bwanson
Trammell
Wadsworth
Walsh
Warren
Watson
Weller
Wheeler
Willlams
Willis

Pittman
Rangdell
Reed, Mo,
Reed, Pa.
Robinson, Ark.
Robinson, Ind,
Backett
gghall 2
eppar
Shipstead
Shortridge
Bimmons

McMaster
Mayfiela
Means
Metcalf
Moses
Norbeck
Norris
Nge
Oddie
Overman

Harrison
Heflin

Howell
Johnson
Jones, N. Mex,
Jones, Wash,
Kendrick
Keyes

King

La Follette
Lenroot
McEKellar Pepper
MeKinley Ph]ipns Smith

McLean Pine Smoot

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators having answered
to their names, there is a quorum present. The Senator from
California will proceed.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, the multifarious duties of a
Senator of the United States sometimes preclude us from the
preparation which ought to be made in a matter of the conse-
quence of that which is pending before this body and some-
times make it impossible for us to engage in those matters in
which we may be very much interested. I find myself some-
what in that situation to-day. Since I returned for the session
I have been entirely engrossed with what I deem to be the
most constructive piece of legislation of this decade—the de-
velopment of the lower Colorado River—and I have had little
opportunity to prepare, as the subject demands, an address
upon the matter of the entrance of the United States into the
World Court.

I realize, of course, sir, that the titanic figures upon this
floor have presented this question in its every aspect. I realize,
too, that there is nothing that I could add to what already
has been said, nothing that I could add to that which I have
said from the inception of this controversy; for, Mr. President,
since February, 1923, when the late-President Harding first
suggested that we enter the World Court, in season and out,
wherever the opportunity presented itself, I have voiced, feebly,
of course, my remonstrance, and have endeavored fto present
the reasons which actuated me in opposing what he proposed
and what is now before the Senate of the United States.

I have listened with interest whenever the opportunity was
accorded me to what has been said upon this floor. I have
listened to the eloquent Senators who have presented the case
of the eourt with reservations and to the eloquent Senator, who
is the leader of the opposition, who has presented the case
with other reservations. Mr. President, I am opposed to the
entry of the United States into this court with or without res-
ervations. I am opposed to the entry into this court—

1. Because if the court is what its proponents insist, our
entry would be an idle and futile act;

2. Because we have ready means at hand, with the right
of selection, in The Hague court for the peaceful determina-
tion of every controversy;

3. Because joining the court inevitably will take us into the
League of Nations;

4. Because if this court has any efficacy I decline to submit
American questions to foreign judges, a majority of whom may
decide our fate;

5. Because it violently wrenches this country from its Ameri-
can policy of 140 years and takes us finally into Europe's politi-
cal life;

6. Becanse if behind the decisions of the court are the sane-
tions of the league, joining the court.does not mean peace, but
may involve us in Europe's strife; and

7. Becanse, sir, to join this court in the manner suggested,
avoiding every question of consequence and asserting our aloof-
ness whenever peace might be threatened by other countries
would make us the poltroon among the nations of the earth.
For this and other reasons, too, which it may be unnecessary
to elaborate, I oppose the pending resolution.

Tepidly I am interested in reservations, but only tepidly. I
believe, as the eloquent Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH]
said in his original address, that reservations, after all, will
be of little consequence. I reeall, sir—oh, how soon we forget—
I recall the struggle that we had to keep out of the League of
Nations. I recall how reservations were presented of one sort
or another during that momentous struggle. I also reecall, as
the Senator from Idaho recalled only a few days ago, the words
of Lord Grey when he said, “ Let them come in with the res-
ervations; after they are in they amount to nothing.” So, sir,
if I believed in those words of Grey—and I do—if I believed
that, after all, we are merely in some degree modifying the
wrong that we insist exists in the court, 1 could not give my
acquiescence to reservations except, in frankness, for the pur-
pose ultimately by indirection of defeating that which I believe
should be directly defeated.

Mr. President, I recognize the foreordained situnation that is
before this body. 1 recognize, sir, that no words of mine; I
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recognize, sir, that no words of any man in this Chamber; I
recognize, sir, there is no power within these doors that will
enable us perhaps to escape from that foreordained situation.
It is solely for the purpose that on the record there may be
embalmed some of those things which I have said all over this
country and that in the proper forum considering the question
may be presented what has at other times and in other places
been expressed.

This court, sir, has its votaries outside of this Chamber;
this court, sir, is to be put over upon the American people not
becanse Senators here belleve wholly in it, although, of course,
I question neither any man’s belief nor any man’s good faith;
this court, sir, is to be put over on the American people be-
cause of a poisonous propaganda that has been in vogue since
1920 that falled then when we had the opportunity to go to
all the American people: that succeeds only now, sir, because
we have the opportunity to go to only 96 representatives of the
American people. This propaganda that has been abroad in the
land is like all propaganda of interested parties, where others
are merely disinterested. Those with selfish interests are
always alert and active; the disinterested, alas, act but spo-
radically and spasmodically. I smile a/bit eynically when I
listen to Senators on this floor speak of propaganda against the
court, Propaganda against the court!

The pitiable little circulations that have been sent forth
against it are of no consequence when an avalanche, a mael-
strom of propaganda from New York City and from those who
expect to make profit out of taking us into Europe has been,
since 1920, poured forth in a constant and continnous flood.
Consenuently, sir, perhaps it succeeds; but finally there will
come a day in this Republiec, a day again like the day in
1920, when the people of the United States shall have the
opportunity to express themselves upon this matter; and then,
sir, with that expression, and that alone, shall we who take
the position that I take to-day be satisfied and accept the
result. I am not satisfied to accept a result of false, polsonous,
and misleading propaganda.

Into every church, Into every woman's organization, into
every quasi-public association, into little children’s schools
the propaganda has been sent all in the sacred name of peace,
all asserting, all insisting, that the only way that world peace
can be bronght about, the only method in which we ean per-
form our moral duty to the world is for us to join this court,

1 reeall, sir, instances of propaganda in the past, instances
that have succeeded, none of which, however, have been more
deceptive nor of worse duplicify than this in respect to the
World Court. I read, sir, only a few weeks ago of a distin-
guizhed English general who boastingly asserted in the city
of New York that during the World War he had manufac-
tured photographs of dead Germans and had put the story
all over the world that the Germans were boiling their dead
for fertilizer. He boastingly asserted 1t and he was oblivious
to the enormity of what he had done until an outraged publie
opin‘on in the next few days denounced him In unmeasured
terms,

1 recall the propaganda during the war of children in Bel-
ginm whose arms were mutilated, and who were shockingly
treated by the invaders. I remember talking fo some gentle-
men who had come from Brussels just after the war, who had
at first commiserated people there over the atrocities that had
been committed, and who were laughted at and told that no
snch atrocities had existed at all. I can recall propaganda of
a different sort, too. I remember this beneficent arms con-
ference that was held here in the city of Washington, that
all of our pacific friends throughout the land tell us was a
marvelons agency for peace, and tell us, too, how in that
arms conference we contributed so mueh to the peace of the
world. Do youn know, sir, what information we had, during
the period of that conference, of what was happening?

I hold in my hand a little brochure by Capt. Dudley W. Knox,
of the United States Navy, a little brochure that every man
who believes in his country ought to read. It is entitled “ The
Eelipse of American Sea Power,” and it deals with the dis-
armament conference. It demonstrates what a fraud, a delu-
sion, and a snare the 5-5-3 ratio is. In the very beginning
of it Captain Knox quotes the remarks of Mr. Wickham Steed,
the editor of the London Times, in a speech made by him a
brief time after that arms conference.

Mr. Steed said:

The American delegates refused to give out any news during the
conference, They left this whole matter with the British publietty
agent, Lord Riddell, and T am not giving away any state secrets when
1 say that when Lord Riddell left Washington there was general lamen-
tation among the American and other correspondents, who wondered
where they would proceed to get the real news. That may have been
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quixotic on the part of Americans, but rather than be under any sus-
picion of using their press to turn public opinion agalnst nations with
whom they may bave bad differences, they did this, and the American
delegates were absolutely and honorably silent.

Read that brochure, you who say you are interested in our
Navy, and I undertake to say that there is not an expert in
the Navy Department to-day who is not tainted with polities
but will agree with it and will tell you that the 5-5-3 ratio is
a fraud, that it does not exist, and that while America scrapped
warships Britain scrapped blue prints. Propaganda, though,
has made our people have a different Ildea, and propaganda has
led them to an utterly false conclusion. It is the propaganda,
glr, upon this World Court, the propaganda that has invaded
every avenue in this country, the propaganda that starts with
the statement that the only means of obtaining peace, the only
way of preventing war, the only mechanism that exists for the
prevention of strife among nations, is this League of Nations
court ; and therefore that it is the duty of the United States of
America forthwith to enter into that court.

If I undertook to tell you of the resolutions couched in just
that langunage that have come to me I would be busy for the
next 14 days, and I would be violating the ideas of debate
that have been expressed by the distinguished Vice President
and lay myself subject, doubtless, to a cloture thereafter—if
I undertook, sir, even to pile upon this floor the resolutions and
the letters from good men and women, from societies and
organizations, from little children who have been lied to about
this matter and who pathetically write *in the name of sacred
peace, to prevent all wars in the future, for the sole purpose
that there never again shall be strife between nations or men,
take the United States into the league court"—if I uuder-
took this, I would erect a wall as high as the ceiling and as
broad as this Chamber,

1t is a wicked thing, sir. That war is a wicked thing every
man, of course, concedes. There is no normal man but that
hates war. Every normal human being, to the limit of his
ability, will endeavor to prevent war; but there are some
things, sir, that are almost as wicked as war. A nation may
fight a war, may even lose, and yet wax strong again. A nation
may undergo all the agonies of war, and yet, with character
untainted, again rise to great heights. But a nation, sir, whose
character is corroded by hypoerisy and falsehood; a nation,
sir, whose very essence and moral fiber are destroyed by in-
sidious and false propaganda—that nation, sir, has no future
at all; and what I ery out against is this propaganda, false
in fact, that has been put over on the American people, and that
has no justification in the facts.

Mr. President, I preach abhorrence of war; but, slr, I preach
with equal emphasis abhorrence of pretense, cowardice, hypocrisy
and duplicity in our national life. Personally, sir, I prefer a true-
ulent d’Artagnan to a snifling Pecksniff. I prefer, sir, that our
people should understand; and in passing let me remark that
those who are the proponents upon this floor of this measure
have not indulged at all in the statements that have been made
abroad in this land, and upon which the so-called public opin-
ion of our Nation has been founded. No man here insists that
this is a measure which will prevent war. No individual cog-
nizant of the facts will insist publicly, upon his own indi-
vidual responsibility, that peace will result or that war will
be prevented by thls impotent court—none, sir, as I propose to
demonstrate before I conclude; and if it were possible I
would blazon upon the sky for all these churches, for all these
women's organizations, for all these good people to see throngh-
out this land, that that which has been told them and upon
which they have passed thelr resolutions is false in fact and
has been calculated to deceive them for a base and an ignoble
motive.

I recognize, sir, how many good people are inferested in this
question. I am not doubting them nor questioning them here.
I recognize, sir, that the holiest emotions of mankind have been
played upon by certain people in charge of this propaganda in
behalf of the World Court. I recognize that the aspirations
that distingnish man from the brutg and raise him some-
times to the level of a god are the aspirations that this propa-
ganda has utilized for the purpose of having him deal with
his representatives in the Congress of the United States.
Nevertheless, sir, I recognize, too, that behind this propaganda
there is another force. There is another force, sir, that ex-
pects, out of this action of the United States Senate, to gain
profit, to make money; and it is that sinister force behind this
propaganda against which I cry out, and against which the
American people ought to be warned.

Propaganda everywhere ; and because so aptly the use of this
propaganda recently was expressed I want to read to you a
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very brief article recently appearing editorially in the American
Mercury,

In six months—

Says this article—

it will be a century and a half since the Yankee brat performed the
heroic feat of cutting its own umbilical cord; nevertheless, it re-
mains at nurse, and under constant tutelage and admonition. The
fount of honor is still at 8t. James's; the writ of that court runs
both In the country clubs of Pittsburgh and Minneapolis and in the
cloisters of Harvard and Yale. One recalls the solemn referendum of
November 2, 1920, and one observes the persistent and even lusty
prosperity of the League of Nations propaganda to-day. There are
plenty of Walter Hines Pages left; the pilgrimage of the bar asso-
ciation last summer made a whole herd of them. And if all of them
perished overnight there wonld still be the weekly swarms of visiting
English novelists, shipping magnates, vaudeville hoofers, princes of the
blood, itinerant ecclesiasties, exchange professors, note shavers, lec-
turers, spiritualists, horse-trainers, bootleggers. These men are
fMluminated by diverse and sometimes antagonistic vigions. They
bring various messages. Buat npon one subject they all agree, in
publie and in private, on the Long Island links and in the Broadway
supper clubs, In Wall Street, and along the remotest back stretches
of Chauvtauqua, They agree upon the moral duty of the United
States. It is the moral duty of the United States, it appears, to
join the Leagne of Nations, and if not the League of Nations, then
the World Court.

Then, following, another brief paragraph:

Such is the substance of the current demand that the United States
repudiate the solemn referendum of 1920 and enter the league—or
some antechamber of it. It is no more spontancons than the Anglo-
mania of 1915, There are actually not 100,000 people in the United
Btates who show any sign of an honest yearning to put the country
into the league, and of these mot a thousand have ever offered a
rational reason for it—that is, a reason based upon national gelf-
4nterest. The rest is mere wind—music—a preposterous gabble about
moral duty, issuing from England and here echoed mainly by palpable
Anglomaniaes. The okl propaganda machine is at work again, with
jts bearings red hot. It failed in 1920, but it did the trick in 1917,
and now there are obvious hopes that it will do the trick again.
Bo every incoming ship brings recruits for its erew, and Lady Diana

Msaudlin works the resorts of fashion as the dean of Mayfair works |

the resorts of plety, and judges are hauled off the bench and college
presidents from the feasts of Rotary to keep it going.

Propaganda, sir! There is propaganda all over this land.
But how at variance are the views that are expressed by the
distinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsu], those of
the Sepator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor], and those of the
proponents of the league, who are men of responsible position,
when they express themselves as to what this court is. Neither
here upon this floor, nor in the addresses of those who are the
heads of the agitation outside, in one or more of the colleges

of this land, is the attempt ever made to say that this particu- |

lar court will bring peace, or prevent war.

1 realize, sir, that various reasons are suggested to us here |
I have listened with deep attention to |

for joining the court.
the remarks of the Senator from Montana, and those of the
Senator from Wisconsin, both of whom minimized what the
court was, and undertook to demonstrate that it was nothing;
and in that they admirably succeeded. Other Senators on
this floor have presented other reasons for joining the World
Court. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKiNLEY], in his very
brief but pithy address, said that we should join the World
Court in order that we might sell our wheat, our corn, and our
hogs; and as I listened to him when he delivered that speech,
and thought of the plight of the farmers of our country, I
began to doubt the wisdom of the position I have maintained,
and I began to see, in vision, the transportation of our wheat,

posed of fo the International World Court of the League of
Nations. Perhaps, sir, the distinguished Senator from Illi-
- nois has thus solved the entire farming problem of his terri-
tory and the territory contiguous to it.

I listened to the distinguished Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. McLeAN], express himself in that delightful and epi-
grammatic way that is his, in an address that was indeed
charming in character. I heard in that address none of the
talk that is indulged by these organizations outside about the
peace of the world, none of the stuff about the prevention of
wars in the future as a result of our joining this court; not
at all. I saw that for very material reasons, entirely appro-
priate, sir, in this material era, he would have us join the
World Court. Then, in the conclusion of his address, when
he gpoke of Citizen Genet, and Washington's admonition, he
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sald, in substance, that if anything arises we do not like here-
after in the court we will take the precept of Washington, that
wag written in words of fire during that memorable period in
our history, when Genet came here from France to have us
indulge in France's war, and we will say, “ We stand aloof,
because it is to our interest to do so.”

So it will be seen that upon this floor we have a variety of

reasons for joining the court. The Senator from Montana says
it is a feeble and a halting step. The Senator from Wisconsin
says substantially the same thing. Neither of them—and I
compliment each upon the fact—seeks in any degree to sub-
stantiate the propaganda that has been put over upon the
people of this land concerning this court or concerning its
| ultimate efficacy.
The position I maintain, as I said at the beginning of my
| remarks, is no new thing with me. It is the position I main-
tained from 1918 on; that, please God, while I am in public
| life and when I am retired to private life I shall yet maintain,
| with all the vigor that God has given me, because I believe that
| the step we are taking to-day, that which will soon be put
over on this body, is the first false step in Ameriea’s career;
that its possibilities can not at the instant be foretold, and no
man can say what peril the future may hold for us with that
first false step taken.

There is no illusion upon the part of the league men in this
country at all. There is no error in their position upon this
matter. There is, in the minds of the men who fought the
fight since 1918, no mistake as to what we are doing in the
matter of this world court.

Oh, ye gentlemen upon this side, who pride yourselves upon
your regularity, just let me make you a prophecy. After yon
have done the job, listen to the distinguished Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Harrison] and other Democratic brethren on
the other side of this Chamber congratulate you upon having
finally approved the great Democratic doctrine and the policy
of Woodrow Wilson. You will hear this with variations, and
you will have it in more speeches thaw one in the days to come.

I congratulate my Democratic brethren upon their restraint
in this debate. Clever are they in the presentation of this
matter. Restrained have been their utterances, but restraint
will be gone when the deed shall have been done by regulars
upon this side of the Chamber, and when *“he deed shall have
been done by the regulars on this side of the Chamber 1 want
| to be present for a couple of days, if my duties will permit,
and listen to my Democratic brethren congratulate the regulars
of the Republican Party upon this side.

What will happen, sir, if we enter this court? You realize,
and I realize. When this matter first was bruited by the
| President of the United Sfates in 1923, I indulged immediately
| in some facetious remarks. They are of no consequence, but
| because of the rejoinder they brought forth, and brought forth

from the chief exponent of the League of Nations in all the
West, the man in all the West who has made the fight for the
League of Nations and is now making the fight for the World
Court, I want to read just those few facetious sentences I
| uttered, and that rejoinder which came to me immediately
thereafter.

When it was proposed in February, 1923, that we enter the
World Court with certain reservations—* reservations!” Oh,
when did we hear that word before? Reservations! Reser-

| vations! Ah, you, sir, from Montana, are consistent; you, sir,

from Wisconsin, are consistent, for, if I recall aright, there
was a time in the struggle concerning the League of Nations
when these gentlemen sat upon an ex-parte committee for the
purpose of preparing a reservation to Article X which should
be put over, and under which we should enter the League of
Nations. I recall how the task was almost perfected, when 16
men—call them what you please—" irreconcilables "—or eall
them by any epithet that may be known to the house of Mor-

| gan or to international bankers, call them anything you wish,
our corn, and our hogs, across the ocean to Geneva, to be dis- |

sir, I care not, but the job was perfected and we were right

| at the entrance of the League of Nations when those 16 men

called the thing off through the then leader of the Republican
Party in this Chamber,

So it is a natural thing and a consistent thing for the Sena-
tor from Montana and the Senator from Wisconsin to be asking
us to euter the World Court, with reservations, two of which,
if T did not misunderstand the distinguished Senator from
Montana the other day, are practically shams and the others
of which are of mighty little consequence in any regard at all.

I repeat, sir, I am nof interested in whether we enter the
World Court with five little reservations er seven big reser-
vations. The point is, I do not want to enter at all, for if we
enter, either with three reservations or five or seven, the result
will absolntely be the same; we will be tied in exactly the
same fashion.




R R A A TN A oS g T A L R, B R R e B e ol o)

2352

I was recurring, sir, to the remarks I made when first Presi-
dent Harding asked us to enter the court, and when he pre-
sented to us his reservations, I said then:

If we now do what is asked, the situation is this: We are wholly
out of the league. We are in part of the league. By reservations we
are out of the part of the league we are In. The part of the league
we are in, and from which by reservations we get out, functions as a
part of the leagune with our assistance,

In the language of a great editor of the West, “All of which is
partly true.”

Thereafter I recelved this letter. I here read this letter, and
I read it, with permission of its author, because it is an ex-
ample of intellectual honesty that shows conclusively just
exactly what this world court is, just exactly what those who
are the League of Nations leaders expect to do with us after
we enter the World Court. The letter was dated Omaha, Feb-
roary 27, 1023 :

My Dear Jorxson: How small the world is now that electrleity
has put us all into one room! .

Anyhow, I read in the paper this morning your sarcastic quotation
from an alleged * great writer,” who could perhaps be identified—
“g]l of which is partly troe.”

You are quite right,

These are his words, not mine:

Your strictures on the Hughes-Root-Taft plan to sneak in the back
door of the League of Natlons are * partly true.” Hughes's arguments
for it are at most * partly true.” The whole scheme is fllogical, im-
practical, insincere, and cowardly. And I am for it. But not for
these reasons, You, from your standpoint, will be guite right in being
against it. There is no present practical situation calling for action.
It is a purely academie, theoretical proposal. There are theoretical
arguments for it which are “ partly true.” You can make others as
good against it. 1 am for it, because, as an opportunist, if the Gov-
ernment has not the courage to walk into the league by the front
door, I am willing, not to approve, but to submit to the alternative
policy of speaking in the back door. It will ultimately get us in.
That fs the final reason why you should be against it and I for it
But In your lmmediate strictures on the manner of it, I agree with
you and am glad if you found my phrase one which you eould use,
even derisively, as a weapon in the criticism. In Lord Chesterfield's
trite language: “ Thus youn see, my son, with how little wisdom the
world is governed."

There is the story. That is the story of the court. We are
going into the court nof for the settlement of those contro-
versies that we have with other nations at all. We are going
into the court because we are going to be taken finally into the
League of Nations, It follows just as absolutely as night
follows day. There can be no escape from it and, logically
from the standpoint of the leaguers, there should be no escape
from it. Sir, if we are to go into European broils; sir, if we
are finally to destroy the policy that has been ours for 140
vears; sir, if this country now in 1926 is to alter the course that
has made our country what it is and go into European politics,
I prefer as an Amerlean with flag flying and head high to go
in the front door, as America ought to go, and not to sneak
to the side door or side entrance or to be shoved through a
trap door into the League of Nations. So far as I am con-
cerned I prefer that you shall take us in as we ought to go in
if we are to go in. Why should you do otherwise? What are
you doing to us? You gentlemen who want to take us into the
leagne, what do youn say we are going to do hereafter?

But before coming to that particular part of the subject let
me read another prophetic utterance. This prophetic utter-
ance is of a gentleman from beyond the sea who saw and
understood just exactly what would happen to us finally in
the matter of the league. One of the officials of the league,
Mr. Hagerup, of Norway, reporting the court’s constitution to
the assembly of the league away back in 1920, used this lan-
guage:

You know that a representative of the United States of America, a
man of the highest authority, Mr. Elihu Root, took part in the prepara-
tion of this constitutlon. The political party to which he belongs in
the United States will soon come into power and though this party
has not yet declded to go into the League of Nations it has proclaimed
in a resolution that It Is quite prepared to accept the court. 1 think
I shall be voicing the general sentiments of the assembly—

That is the Assembly of the League of Nations—

when [ say that this_resolution has within it important results. It is
a first step leading to the entrance of the United States into the league.

Does anybody doubt it? Tell nie that this court is an inde-
pendent body and we may join it if we see fit and then act as
we desire thereafter and never be involved with the league

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

%

JANUARY 19

at all? The very logic of events, the irrefragable proof of what
may transpire, makes it not only unlikely but utterly impossible
that we should be in this part of the league and we shall not
ultimately be a part of the league itself.

What are we to do if we join the court? The gentlemen who
are proponents of the court say, “ Nothing.” They say to
*“You are not bound when you enter the court. You are houn
to nothing at all. You get into the court,” say they, * and
then you stand aloof from it. You are not going in,” say the
proponents of the court, “to settle American questions, for
already we have the mode of settling them.” They deny that
we are going into the court for the purpose of settling European
questions. For what purpose are they going into the court?
Somebody errs, Mr. President; somebody is being fooled, Mr.
President. Are we fooling the American people or are we fool-
ing the people across the sea?

It is a futile and an idle thing to say to us, “ Go into this
court, stand aloof from every controversy, have nothing to do
with that which may mean the peace of the world if it occurs
across the sea.” That is exactly what the proponents say to us:
*“ Do nothing as a member of the court and nothing can be done
to you.” What kind of a position is this for the United States
of America? We boast that we are the greatest Nation on the
face of the earth. We prate of our obligation to civilization and
mankind. We tell of the things that we have done in the past
and those things that we may do in the future in behalf of all
humanity. Then we join the World Court, deny its jurisdic-
tion in anything pertaining to us, and hold ourselves aloof from
any question that involves Hurope, the one place on the face of
the earth that is likely to engender war,

Not so, Mr. President; not so at all. I would not have my
country in any such position as that. If we go into the World
Court, I would have my country perform its function and do its
duty. Talk to me of moral obligations on the part of Amerlca
to enter the court, and when we get in there deny that there
is any moral obligation that rests on us in relation to any ques-
tion under the sun! It can not be, sir, that that sort of a posi-
tion will be maintained by us; and if it were maintained by us
we would be not only the laughing stock of the world, but we
would be worse—we would be the poltroon of all the nations of
the earth. We will go in, if we go in, and we will do our duty;
we will do it fully, we will do it accurately, and we will do it
no matter what the consequences may be. But to assert what
these gentlemen assert in reference to our attitude after we
once go in is a position that no American shounld ever suggest
for an instant that his country should take.

Our people generally do not understand what the conrt is. I
found that out when wandering around the country, and you,
sir, doubtless have found it out, too. What this court is is
little nnderstood, not at all understood by those who pass their
resolutions and who demand that forthwith we enter it for the
sake of the peace of the world.

Just visualize this court with me, sir, for a moment. Just
visualize it! We understand what a court is in the ordinary
acceptation of the term. We believe that our courts are main-
tained to remedy wrongs and to redress injuries and ultimately
to administer justice. We understand courts of that sort.
Assume that we reside upon a certain part of a certain street.
Upon that street and next to us resides our neighbor. He is
brutal. He is ruthless. He i3 cruel. He is grasping and he
is avaricious. He is stronger than we are. He comes to us on
some day when his passions are aroused and he appropriates a
part of our property. He appropriates a part of our property
and, not content with that, he assaults us. We rush to the
near-by court and we say to the judge who is there, * This
neighbor of ours, brutal, ruthless, cruel, has assanited us. This
neighbor has appropriated a part of our property. We want
from your honor some measure of justice. We want our prop-
erty returned and our injuries redressed.” The court says,
“Will your neighbor come Into court?” We answer, “Of
course he will not come into court. He is the wrongdoer.”
The court thereupon says, “I have no jurisdiction. Case dis-
missed,”

That is exactly the thing that they are asking us to join, Mr.
President. That is exactly what the World Court is, expressed
in homely language. No compulsory jurisdiction has the court.
No process has it by which it may compel a wrongdoer to come
before it and submit itself to its arbitraments. If a nation of
Europe, drunk with its power, mad with its militarism, shall
encroach upon the property of another nation of Kurope, then
it may be called into the great World Court of International
Justice? Not a bit of it. All the wrongdoing nation has to do
is to say, “I will not have anything to do with your court,”
and the case Is dismissed. No longer is there anything that
may determine the righteousness of the cause or redress the
wrong that may have been done.
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Why, Mr. President, how many criminal nations do you think
will come into the World Court after committing a criminal
act? The great nations of the earth have denied it compulsory
jurisdiction. We are going in under exactly the same idea,
denying compulgory jurisdiction. What criminal nation en-
croaching upon the property of a weaker nation, doing it harm
by war or otherwise, will voluntarily submit its criminality to
this so-called court? Ah, sir, it is not a world court; it is not
a court at all. It will not make for peace in the world.

It can not make for peace in the world. One of the chief
proponents of the court, in speaking concerning it or writing
in the Christian Century, December 24, 1925, Mr. Manley O.
Hudson, admitted frankly this fact. He said:

I ean not say that it has prevented any wars, nor that it will ever
prevent any. I do not regard it as probable that nations would fight
about the kind of legal questions which they are now willing to sub-
mit to the World Court.

What becomes of all the balderdash and the nonsense that has
been spread broadcast over this land about the prevention of
war by this court? It does not prevent war and it can not pre-
vent war. But the wickedness of the proposal that is before
us, the vice of it, in my opinion, is that we go into this court—
go into it to do something that we know not what, and refuse
to engage in anything that it may do that we do not like.

The naive words of the President of the United States, when
he first suggested i, accurately stated the facts. He said
then :

1t 1s a convenient instrumentality to which we may go but to which
we can not be brought.

A convenient instrumentality to which we may go but to
which we can not be brought. Accurately that describes the
court. If we can not be brought to it, other nations can not
be brought to it. The virtue we commend of its inability to
deal with us can scarcely become a vice when applied to other
nations.

It is a singular situation that presents itself here. Our
P'residents—both President Harding and President Coolidge—
said we are not going into the league. They asseverated that,
and unguestionably in the utmost of good faith they made
that asseveration. But the singular thing presented in the
discussion is that the proleaguers want us to go into the
court becaunse they think the President mistaken, and the
antileaguers want fo keep us out of the court for precisely the
same reason. It is a paradoxical situation that is thus pre-
sented, and it illustrates the danger of going into the thing,

Mr. President, something has been said during the course of
the argument about party responsibility and party pledge.
The platform has been read indicating that the Republican
Party has pledged itself to entry into the court, and while
it is quite true that the particular provision does so state, it
contains in its very next line a denial of the statement itself.

But that is neither here nor there. If the Republican Party
and the Democratic Party and every other party had decreed
entrance into this court, I still would stand here voicing the
views that are mine, without regard to the pronouncements of
any party platform.

I have observed, sir, that party platforms are often for me
and those of like opinions to mine to be obeyed, but are to be
disregurded whenever others of different opinions may desire,
I recall the debate upon this floor upon the child-labor amend-
ment. If there were any question upon which the Republican
Party had taken its stand, and taken its stand absolutely, it
was the question of child labor, and yet I heard the Senator
from Wisconsin taunt the Senator from New York because of
the latter's stand upon the amendment. The Senator from New
York, with a right that was his—because every man must de-
termine his position according to his conscience or his judg-
ment—the Senator from New York, the leader of his party in
the great Empire State of the Union, stood here in violation
of the pledge of the Republican Party in the United States.
That was his right, just as it is my right to-day to stand here
against the paradoxical pledge of the Republican Party concern-
ing the World Court.

Sir, history affords example after example of just exactly
that kind of independence which has been landed and remem-
bered, when the men who were mere rubber stamps and who
merely responded to a party lash or to a partisan demand have
been forgotten. I can recall historically during the Jackson
period when Andrew Jackson felt himself almost at war with
France. Singularly enough, the acute sitnation was brought
about by a debt settlement. France owed us $5,000,000; France
had defanlted in the payment and had broken faith. Jackson,
with that singular force of his, demanded again and again and
in no uncertain terms the payment of the amount. Finally he
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asked the Congress of the United States to glve him an appro-
priation of $500,000 to put this Nation in a state of defense.
The party which was opposed to Jackson opposed his request.
In the House of Representatives that party took its stand
against Jackson's position; but up rose that grand old man of
Massachusetts, John Quincy Adams, so hostile to Jackson that
carefully he treasured everything that Jackson daily did that
he did not like that he might inscribe it in his diary at night—
old John Quincy Adams stood upon the floor of that House and
said that when the eountry was af stake he knew no party, and
he made the fight for the Jackson appropriation for the United
States of America. I remember the words of Rutherford B.
Hayes, “ He serves his party best who serves his country best.”
I recall another instance when a Senator from the great State
of Massachusetts, George F. Hoar, broke for the time being
with his friend William McKinley and stood upon the floor of
this body fighting the subjugation of the Philippines against the
dictum of the Republican Party of the United States. I can
recall how in that time the Legislature of Massachusetts re-
ported a resolution that did it infinite eredit, a resolution that I
would commend to the distinguished gentlemen who now repre-
sent that State in this body.

I recall other instances as well. I can recall that in every
case where the fight has been made by some individual in
behalf of his Nation his name has been remembered in the
annals of his country, while the individuals who responded to
the party lash and to party regularity have never even had a
jot or a tittle in the lines that have been written of the story
of their times.

Whether the Republican Party has in one instance or an-
other said that we should enter the league or enter the court,
I care not. In 1920 the Republican Party said, if I could un-
derstand the language that was employed, we would not enter
the leagne. I remember 31 gentlemen straining their con-
sciences at that time and saying in substance to the people of
the United States, “ Elect Warren G. Harding President as the
means by which we shall enter the league.” I recall, I think,
that among those 31 was a distinguished gentleman who has
been quoted so copiously upon both sides of this Chamber—
Mr. Elihu Root. I can remember how night after night
in that Presidential campaign I took a delight in answering
those 31 gentlemen and denying what they said to the people of
the United States of America in defiance of the Republican
platform. Oh, if those great men could do that, then smaller
men who sit here may as well do likewise. Those 31 great
men of the Republican Party, in defiance of the platform of
the Republican Party. said to the Republicans and to the
people of the United States the way by which we may enter
the Leagne of Nations—I speak in substance only and in
paraphrase—is by the election of Warren G. Harding as
President of the United States. I s=aid I did not believe it
when they =aid it, and I am very glad to say we are still out
of the League of Nations, although, Mr. President, we are
approaching dangerously close in going into the World Court,

So much, sir, for the politics of this situation. It is not for
us to trouble ourselves about that at all, but while upon it,
because it was so interesting to me, let me read the resolution
which was reported by the Massachnsetts Legislature when
George F, Hoar was standing in the Seunste of the United
States in opposition to the President and in opposition to his
party.

Resolved by the Benate and House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetis in General Court assembled, That Mas-
sachusetts, ever loyal in sympathy and support of the General Gov-
ernment, continues her unabated confidence in her Senators, and
with a just pride in the eloguent and memorable words they have
uttered, leaves them untrammelied in the exercise of an Independent
and patriotie judgment upon the momentous questions presented for
their consideration.

O that we had more legislatures of that sort to-day; and,
oh, sir, that we had more Senators like George F. Hoar in this
body !

Here, sir, we come in this particular debate, if it be deemed
appropriate, to a discussion more or less of the dangers of the
court statute. I shall not, Mr. President, in detail at this
time attempt a close analysis of the statute of the court, nor
of the league at all. There is, however, one part of the sub-
ject concerning which a word may be quite appropriate.

Sanctions are something which in our Constitutional Con-
vention, away back in 1787, we determined never to be a party
to. Sanctions have something of a holy name, like * Inter-
national World Court”; the word “sanctions” and the words
* International World Court” rather go together. While it be
true, sir, that in the statute of the World Court there is no
provision whatever for sauctions, it is equally true that in the
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League of Nations covenant there are ample provislons for
just that thing.

Sanctions, sir, mean something beyond the benevolence of the
pronunciation of the words., Sanctions, sir, mean either starv-
ing a people to death, starving them with a blockade, or
whipping them with an army. Sanctions, sir, mean, after all,
war, and sanctions, sir, may sometimes be put into operation,
according to those who are best informed, to enforee the judg-
ments of the Infernational Court of Justice.

It is quite true that we are not a part of the league; it is
quite true, sir, that sanctions we could avold perhaps—I say
only “ perhaps " ; we could avold them by standing aloof—but it
is equally true, sir, that if two nations, members of the league,
have a judgment submitted concerning them and that judgment
is denied by the one or is in some fashion resisted by the other,
then the league, through its sanctions, may undertake the en-
forcement of that judgment. Bear in mind, sir, that means
war. So out of this beatific and ethereal, this beneficent and
mystical instrument called the protocol of the International
Court of Justice, it is possible, sir, that war may emerge, and
it is not only possible, sir, but it is quite likely that it may in
some instance emerge.

But it is said, Mr. President, that we would not be a party to
it. Legally, I admit it; but here are two nations of Europe,
for instance, between whom there arises a controversy that
threatens the peace of the world. Those two nations stand
before the court; the court renders its decision. That means
the peace of the world, let us say, for when they come to con-
sider the decision ultimately one nation may be recalcitrant, it
may decline absolutely to be bound, and goes its way, in war
or otherwise. Then it is that the league may act, and then it
is for the purpose of the preservation of the peace of the
world that sanctions may be applied by the League of Nations,
sanctions by means of which either the people of the recalei-
trant state shall be starved or shall be beaten into submission
by cannon and by the shedding of blood.

Then the United States of America, harbinger of peace on
earth and the one great country with a moral obligation that
is talked of so much, scoots across the sea and says, “The
peace of the world being in danger we run and we are going
to have nothing to do with it; we will not contribute to it
in the slightest degree,” Nonsense, sir; nonsense; we never
would act in that way, and we would not want our Nation
to act in that way. We would do our part; we would play
our part exactly as America ever has played her part and has
ever done her duty. Sanctions, sir, says Mr. Hudson, are in
these decisions. Sanctions, sir, says every individual familiar
with the situation, are in these decisions, The Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. LEsroor] in an article which he published in
the Nation, said:

The League of Natlons is a treaty or agreement between a large
group of nations, and if they choose to enforce the judgments of this
or any other court by sanctions, it is none of our affair.

In the name of God, why are we golng there, then, if it is
none of our affair? If the peace of the world is threatened,
if sanctions are demanded by a league to enforce that peace
under the decision of a court of which we are a part, tell me
that it is none of our affair. Whence came that doctrine to
the United States of America, and how long wouid the people
of the United States of America tolerate that doectrine?

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think that we should
now withdraw from The Hague Court of Arbitration for the
reasons now suggested by the Senator from California?

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know what the Senator is talking
about, Mr. President, and for that reason I do not intend to
answer him.

AMr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator
allow me to ask a question in reply?

Mr, JOHNSON. Surely.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator clalm that The
Hague Court of Arbitratlon pretends to enforce its decrees by
sanctions, by arms—that it has any such autherity, or that it
ever has undertaken to assert it?

Mr. LENROOT. It has exactly the same authority that the
Permanent Court of International Justice has. The sanctions
that the Senator now refers to apply specifically to all awards,
and therefore they apply to the court of arbitration at The
Hague; and if the argument the Senstor now makes is valid
we should at once withdraw from The Hague court.

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no; I deny that statement, sir. I
deny it.

Mr. REED of Missourl. Of course they do not apply to
The Hague court.
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Mr. JOHNSON. I do not intend to enter into a controversy
with the Senator from Wisconsin on that point. I deny that
the arbitration court of The Hague permits anything of the
sort. It does not do anything of the kind, sir.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
further?

The YICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California
further yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. JOHNSON. No; I will yield no further. I want to con-
clude. The Senator will pardon me, I do not intend any im-
politeness by not ylelding to him, but I am very weary, and I
want to finish if T can.

I desire, Mr. President, to present to you upon this ques-
tion of sanctions something that has been said by Mr. Hudson.
I quote Mr. Hudson because Mr. Hudson, after all, is the ont-
standing character in the matter of the advocacy of the conrt
and in the matter of the advocacy of the League of Nations.

Mr. Hudson says:

The sanctlons behind the court are those contained in the covenant,
and if any state should fall to abide by a decision, it will be for the
council of the league (under article 13 of the covenant) to “ propose
what steps should be taken to give effect thereto.”

Now, sanctions are behind the court’'s deeisions, according to
what Mr. Hudson says. Sanctions are behind the league pro-
visions, we all know; and that these sanctions would be em-
ployed in case decisions shounld be rendered and there were
recaleitrant states declining to carry ont those decisions seems
to me a matter which can not be doubted or questioned. To
say to me that The IHague tribunal has exactly the same sanc-
tions is to say to me something that I can not for an instant
believe.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON. I will yield for a question.

Mr. LENROOT. I made no such statement.

Mr. JOHNSON. Then we do not differ. I am very glad.

Mr. LENROOT. I said the permanent court had no more
ganctions than The Hague tribunal, and the Senator will not
dispute that. :

Mr. JOHNSON. The permanent court has no more sanc-
tions than The Hague tribunal?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON. The Hague tribunal has no sanctions.

Mr. LENROOT. And neither has this court.

Mr. JOHNSON, Yes; it has—yes; it has—yes; it has! It
has the sanctions, as Mr. Hudson says, of the League of
Nations behind it, and those sanctions may be starving a
people or fighting a people into subjection; and when gentle-
men stand here and say that if sanctions be employed it is
none of our affair, I take issume with that statement. It is
our affair. If we are to do aught that is of value to the
world, if we seek at all the peace of humanity, to say that we
will go into a court, and when war is imminent, and when it is
possible that there may be strife between nations, that we will
stand aside and say it is none of our affair, is to put this
Nation in a position that no American ought to wish for it
at all.

Mr. President, it was my intention to refer historically to
much to-day and to some of the things that have gone before.
I find that it is a matter of impossibility to continue at great
length. I wish, however, sir, to say to our brethren upon
this floor concerning what has transpired in this debate:
Stop; pause for a moment; see whither you are going. Do
you believe that you will stop short in this World Court when
once you have entered it, and that no farther will you go?
Do you imagine for a second that you can play the part that
has been mapped out upon this floor for this Nation, once
you enter that World Court? It is as certain as anything can
be that entry into the court will take us farther along the
path. If you want fo go along that path, go along it; that is
all right; but if you do not wish to do it, do not pretend that
you are entering upon another path altogether and another
scene altogether.

Mr. President, a century ago in this city this question was
threshed out before the American people. A century ago in
this city came the representative of the great Russian Czar.
Came he for the purpose of taking the new young Republic
into the Holy Alliance. Came he here with instructions to
tell our people how the War of 1812 had demonstrated that no
longer could America hold her position of aloofness in the
world, but that any strife in the future meant that America
would be involved.

I read the arguments of gentlemen upon the other side; I
read those in the newspapers that are advocating this court;
and I see that they are based upon the same premise, the same
argument, to-day that the Russian Czar based his argunment
upon 100 years ago in asking us to join the Holy Alliance.
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The; to us, Mr. President: “The World War has demon-
stra{edsa{hat you must take part in world affairs, The World
War has shown that no longer can there be strife on earth
but that you are a party to that strife.”” They say to us now:
“This war has demenstrated that you can not hold your posi-
tion as you have held it in the past.” That was said to us
100 years ago.

Olf, sirs, gyou upon this floor, read Doctor Cresson's little
work here on The Holy Alliance and the Monroe Doctriug.
Read old John Quincy Adams's words, then. Read Monroe's
utterances, Read of those who were our statesmen in that
day, who then mapped out the course of the American Re-
publie that we have followed ever since,

1 want to keep out of this mess, Mr. President, not because
I say that we are better than the people abroad at all. I do
not assert it in any aspect. We are different from those
across the sea. We are different from them. Here we have
a melting pot, Mr. President, that has not yet melted. Here,
sir, we have different aspirations, different ideas, and different
governmental policies than those people across the sea. There,
between those natjons, are shadowy boundaries which have
been insufficient to stem the hatreds and the jealousles and
the racial feuds of centuries. There, over across the sea, are
united nationalities, Over here is a polyglot people. Take
us over there into this court and into this league, take us
across the rea into this maelstrom, and you not only have
your difficulties there and your partisanships over there, but
you hring upon us here the ills of the national groups that yet
reside in the United States of America. It is because of thaft,
for one reason, that I do not wish to dabble in that which
we neither understand nor appreciate. It is because of that,
for one reason, that I do not wish to go abroad and become a
part of Europe's political life.

Can you stamp out nationalism abroad, Mr. President? Not
a bit of it! You can no more stamp out patriotism abroad
than, thank God, you can stamp it out in some people at home.
Patriotism there means nationality, Nationality there means
much fto them. They believe, across the sea, in more peoples,
more lands. We want neither. We covet no more peoples,
we ask no more lands, They believe in imperialism. We do
not. We have a set of interests different from theirs. Why
leave our soil to stand upon theirs? Over there they have one
common purpose. Oh, face the realities, you gentlemen here!
Do you not realize what the situation is? No man who comes
out of Europe to-day but understands it and will tell it to
you. No secret is expressed when I say, however they may
snarl at one another across the sea and however they may
make faces across their shadowy boundaries, there is a com-
mon feeling with them all, a feeling of Jjealousy, distrust,
suspicion, and hostility to the United States of America.

All over Europe that exists. You can not deny it. When-
ever a creditor presses his debtor, it results. Not only does it
result in this instance from that source, but it results from
many, many years and from many, many incidents. A creditor
nation pressing every other nation in Hurope of power and
of standing, and then we go into a court composed of judges
from these very nations!

Nationalism you deny, in what terms you will, of this World
Court. I have no disposition to say aught of ill concerning it
or any man in it.

solini, and then going back to Italy, Mr. President! National-
jsm there, sir, obtains—nationalism of a degree that perhaps
we little comprehend—and nationalism will persist to the
dawn of the new era.

In Europe since the war what do you observe? What is
Europe since the war? What is it that has happened there?
Are minorities cared for and weak nations protected? Not a
bit of it, sir! A military diztator in Spain sets aside civil
power. In Greece a militarist sits in power, and his own sweet
will is the measure of the law for the people of that territory.
In Italy there is an absolutism such as modern times never
before have seen. Into this, with the representatives of some
of these nations upon the court, you would take Uncle Sam,
the creditor nation of the earth, and submit him to the judg-
ment, perhaps, in some Instances, of his debtors!

I have heard of men in the past who were debtors submitting
themselves to the judgment of their creditors. I never yet
heard of a creditor—you may say it is an impossibility, but
possibilities of every sort may arise, sir—I never yet knew a
creditor who submitted himself to the judgment of his debtors.

Take the United States into the court, thence into the league.
I speak of going into the court and going into the league as
one and the same thing, for I firmly believe that one means
the other and that ultimately in the league we will find our-
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selves embroiled in exactly that which we were warned against
in the days of the old debate and that which we then escaped.

Mr. President, I recognize the patriotism of the gentlemen
on the other side of this Chamber. I recognize that on this
question it is no less fervid than my own. I recognize that
they desire the right just as I desire the right, Oh, pray with
me to the God of Hosts, the God who makes the fortunes of
men and settles the destinies of nations, in this hour of our
need, to take the right road for the United States of Ameriea!

Here we stand at the crossroads, Mr, President. Behind us
is the illumined way that we have traveled for 140 years in the
past. Behind us is this illumined way, every milestone marked
by the blood of patriots and the wisdom of statesmen who
have gone before. Ahead of us are the beckoning hands of
those who gulded our country’s course along the road we harve
traveled these 140 years, traveled to our present eminence and
our present greatness under the blessing, of God. Let us con-
tinue upon that road in the days and the hours ahead of us.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. President, in my judgment the sober,
second thought of the American people can always be trusted.
Great and important questions should never be hastily deter-
mined. It has been a little more than six years since the
armistice was signed. During this period the interest in yorld
beace has not lessened, but has increased from day to day.

The necessity for some tribunal of international justice has
been accepted with increasing force since the day the armistice
was gigned. At this time all people in this country are inter-
ested in and discussing this question. During the last five
years this subject has been intensively studied and we may now
feel that calm deliberation controls our thought. This inter-
national question has received the best thought of the most
able and patriotic men and women of the United States.

It is important to dispel the erroneous impressions which
sometimes appear to prevail concerning the so-called World
Court. There is no opposition, in fact, to the establishment of
a tribunal of justice to deal with international questions and
with problems which might form the basis of controversy and
terminate in actual conflict between nations. The ouly real
difference of opinion that exists relates to the kind of a world
court with which our country is willing to affiliate: or, stated
differently, what reservations we must impose as a condition
to our joining the other nations of the world in the establish-
ment of such a court.

It is important, therefore, to first consider the exact lan-
guage of the resolution which is now pending for consideration
before this body. It reads:

Whereas the President, under date of February 23, 1928, transmitted
a message to the Senate accompanied by a letter from the Secretary
of State, dated February 17, 1923, asking the favorable advice and
consent of the Senate to the adhesion on the part of the United States
to the protocol of December 18, 1820, of signature of the statute for
the Permanent Court of International Justice, set out in the said mes-
sage of the President (without accepting or agrecing to the optional
clanse for compulsory jurisdictlon contained therein), upon the condi-
tions and understandings hereafter stated, to be made a part of the
instrument of adhesion: Therefore be it

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present comcurring), That the

| Benate advise and consent to the adhesion on the part of the United

| States to the sald protocol of December 18, 1920, and the adjoined
Imagine the Italian judge, however, sitting |

upon that court, rendering a decision against Italy and Mus- | accepting or agreeing to the optional clause for compulsory Jurisdie-

statute for the Permanent Court of International Justice (without

tlon contained in said statute), and that the signature of the United
States be affixed to the sald protocol, subject to the following reserva-
tions and understandings, which are hereby made a part and conditlon
of this resolution, namely :

1. That such adhesion shall not be taken to involve any legal rela-

tion on the part of the United States to the League of Natlons or the.

assumption of any obligations by the United States under the covenant
of the League of Nations constituting part 1 of the treaty of Ver-
gallles.

2. That the United States shall be permitted fo participate through
representatives designated for the purpose and upon an equality with
the other States, members, respectiveiy, of the Council and Assembly
of the League of Nations, in any and all proceedings of either the
council or the assembly for the election of judges or deputy judges of
the Permanent Court of International Justice or for the filling of
yacancies.

3. That the United States will pay a fair share of the expenses of
the court as determined and appropriated from time to time by tha
Congress of the United Btates.

4. That the statute for the Permanent Court of International Justica

adjoined to the protocol shall not be amended without the consent of
the United States,

5. That the United Btates shall be in no manner bound by any
advisory opinion of the Permanent Court of International Justice mot
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rendered pursuant to m request in which it, the United Btates, shall
expressly join in accordance with the statute for the said court ad-
joined to the protocol of signature of the same to which the United
States shall become signatory.

The signature of the United States to the sald protocol shall not be
affixed until the powers signatory to such protocol shall have indicated,
through an exchange of notes, their acceptance of the foregolng reserva-
tions and understandings as & part and a condition of adhesion by the
United States to the sald protocol.

A world court tribunal was formally indorsed by the Re-
publican Party at its national convention in Cleveland in 1924
The party platform provides, however, that affiliation with such
a tribunal should be made only upon the conditions embodied
in the following reservations:

First. That by supporting the court we do not assume any
obligations under the league.

Second. That we participate upon an equality with other
States in the election of judges. :

Third. That the Congress shall determine what part of the
expenses we shall bear.

Fourth. That the statute creating the court shall not be
amended without our consent.

President Coolidge in his message to the present Congress
suggested the adoption of the foregoing reservations, and as a
further safeguard President Coolidge suggested the following
additional condition and reservation:

That we are not to be bound by advisory opinions rendered without
our consent.

As a Republican, therefore, I have the formal declaration of
the party platform expressing the conditions upon which this
resolution be adopted. With the declaration of my party and
the suggestions of the President of the United States, elected
upon that platform by a majority of 7,000,000, I am in entire
harmony and accord. The additional reservation suggested
by President Coolidge, in my judgment, removes any objection
which might remain to the action of this Government in join-
ing with the other civilized nations of the world in creating a
world tribunal to promote peace.

The distingnished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] proposes
the following reservations as the conditions under which the
resolution before us be adopted:

First. That the league impose no new duties on the court
unless the statute itself is amended and this action ratified by
every power signatory to the protocol. :

Second, That adherence of the United States to the statut:
is conditioned on the understanding that no force or economic
sanction shall at any time be employed to enforce the court’s
decrees or opinions.

Third. That American adherence be conditioned further on
the understanding that no section of the statute shall ever be
construed as to require the United States te depart from its
traditional policy of not entangling itself with Europe's
politieal questions, nor shall anything in the statute be con-
strued as to imply relinquishment by the United States of its
traditional attitude toward purely American questions.

It will be seen that there is no startling or irreconcilable
conflict between the reservations suggested in the platform of
the Republican Party and by President Coolidge, and those
proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. It is more
a difference in language than in spirit. In both cases the
reservations are proposed to prevent our becoming involved in
entangling political alliances in Europe, and to preserve our
own right to independent action against European interference
in our affairs.

Our form of government compels the ultimate compromise of
opinion upon mere form, in order to reach the substance, upon
any great question. The differences here are more in form
than substance., Yet the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borin] is
by the press often guoted as being opposed to the principle of
the organization of any international tribunal to promote
world peace. In fhat regard he is, of course, misquoted. We
are all actuated by the same purpose, and are striving to
attain the same ultimate end. We want to preserve our own
right of independent action, and yet we are not willing to lend
our moral support to any great tribunal for world peace.

For myself, I am constrained to follow the mandate of my
party platform and the leadership of President Coolidge,
rather than undertake to suggest in some modified language
another method of reaching the same end. The platform of
the Republican Party, with the additional safeguard proposed
in the additional reservation suggested by President Coolidge
in his annual message, which I have heretofore quoted, appeal
to me as proper guidance in the discharge of my duty and the
recording of my vote in this body upon the proposition of
creating a tribunal to promote peace in the world.
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While we must here register our personal views and convie-
tions, yet mindful of the value of the deliberate opinion of the
people of the country, expressed after due deliberation and
upon sober second thought, I deem it appropriate to here call
attention to the expressions of approval by various groups of
our ecitizens, and by men recognized as safe and sound leaders
of public thought. The groups and organizations that have
spoken on this subjeet in this country may be ronghly divided
into three classes.

First 1 would mention those of a religious character as
expressing the thought of various groups of religious thought.
Practically every religious denomination, through their respec-
tive governing bodies, have voiced their approval in formal
communications to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; all of
them have urged our enirance into a world tribunal to promote
peace,

The Northern Baptist Convention, which comprises a mem-
bership of about a million and a quarter people, presented to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs this resolution:

Resolved, That we urge the administration at Washington to effect
g-nch international agreement as shall enable us- to put the strength
of our wisdom and experience at the service of humanity.

The resolution further expressed approval of the efforts
made by the President in urging our joining a world court.

The National Council of the Episcopal Church submitted to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs a resolution adopted by that
body, the language of which is:

Be it resolved, That this council indorses the recommendation of
our late President that the United States become a constitnent of the
World Court under the reservations suggested by him; and

Resolved further, That this council urges on all members of the
church the duty of prayer for this great step for world peace, of study,
and of action In its behalf.

Dr. Sidney L. Gulick presented the following memorial to the
United States Senate:

Resolved, That the executive committee of the Federal Council of
the Churches of Christ In America, In annual meeting assembled,
hereby reafirms the action of the officers of the Federal council in
expressing to President Coolidge, on behalf of the churches, apprecia-
tion of Lils advocacy in his message to the Senate on December 6, 1023,
of American membership in the Permanent Court of International
Justice,

We warmly indorse the declarations of the late President Harding
and of DPresident Coolidge that this matter is not a partisan issue,
It should not, we believe, be made one. We respectfully convey to
the P'resldent and to the Senate of the United States the earnest desire
of the constituency of this council that the Senate take speedy and
favorable action on the recommendation of the President.

The Rev. Dr. Arthur J. Brown, as the representative of the
Presbyterian Board of Missions, personally appeared before
the committee in support of this measure.

Dr. Samuel A, Chester appeared, representing the Southern
Presbyterian Church.

Dr. Jason Noble Pierce represented the Congregational
Churches and presented their resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That it is the sense of the National Council of Congre-
gational Churches that our Nation should arise above political partisan-
ship in its international relation, and that the world situation demands
that America proceed at once to enter into the World Court, which was
urged upon the people as a present opportunity and duty by Presi-
dent Harding in hls last journey.

Also appeared before the committee Mr. J. Henry Scatter-
good, representing the Society of Friends; also Rabbi Abram
Simon, representing the Central Conference of American
Rabbis. These and many others, representative of the religious
thought of the country, urged upon the committee favorable
action upon the resolution under consideration.

Among the additlonal religious groups who have urged favor-
able action on this resolution are—

Convention of the Protestant Eplscopal Diocese of Pennsylvania.

The Unlon Ministers' Meeting.

American Uniltarian Association.

National Board of Young Women's Christian Association,

United Soclety for Christian Endeavor.

Baptist World Alliance.

World Christlan Citlzens’ Conference,

International Missionary Unlon.

Women's Migsienary Union of Friends in America.

The Methodist Episcopal Clergy Annual Conference Church Peace
Union (a semilay organization).

Next I would call attention to groups which may be more
propertly termed secular in character., From the following
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groups of this character representatives appeared before the
Committee on Foreign Affairs:

The National Chamber of Commerce,

American Federation of Labor,

American Bar Assoclation.

NKational Association of Credit Men.

Natlonal League of Women Voters,

American Associatlon of University Women.

The National Federation of Business and Professional Women's Clubs.
National Councll of Women.

World Peace Foundation.

American Federation of Teachers.

National Service Star Leglon.

National Council of Jewish Women.

Girls' Friendly Society of America.

Natlonal Congress of Mothers and Parent Teachers’ Association.
All Nations' Association.

Women's International League for Peace and Freedom.

New York Council for International Cooperation to Prevent War.
Association to Abolish War.

The foregoing are representative and typical of the solemn
and considerate thought of outstanding groups ameng our
people upon this subject.

Perhaps we may not indorse all that has been said by indi-
vidual men and women or by organizations in favor of interna-
tional affiliations. I, myself, can not go as far as many of our
great educational leaders and representative groups have gone
by way of encouragement toward affiliations that might lead
to entangling alliances; I can not indorse all they have said
about our entering into active participation in world affairs.
Certainly I can not agree with those who would have us be-
come involved in world polities.

However, consideration should be given to the declarations
of students of history ; their opinlons should be received, and in
so far as they give promise of practical application in our
desire to provide some method of promoting peace, we may well
profit by their suggestions,

Among the outstanding leaders of thought advocating a so-
called world court we can mention with confidence such men
as former Presidents Roosevelt, Taft, Wilson, and Harding.
To these I would add such men as Elihu Root and Charles E.
Hughes.

°  Even with the support and indorsement of the men and
women, and groups of men and women above enumerated, I
would still be hesitant to unqualifiedly assert that the sober
second thought of our people is seftled in favor of this reso-
lution.

But there exists in this country a third group of citizens, to
whose volce upon this subject we have no right to turn a deaf
ear ; rather, we should eagerly and unhesitatingly accept their
verdict as sound and of contreolling importance. 1 refer to
that group of our citizens who were willing to die for their
country and who offered themselves as willing to make the
supreme sacrifice to save civilization,

Four millions of the flower of our land cheerfully responded
in the great crisis of the World War. These men, having ex-
perienced the horrors of war, fully realize the importance of
the preservation of peace. Nobody can assert that they could
be influenced by any false ideas concerning foreign entangle-
ments. Their verdict and judgment may be most safely relied
upon as purely patriotic. They are led by no false ideals; they
cherish no foolish antagonisms; they simply speak from experi-
ence,

The American Legion at their convention in Omaha last
October adopted a resolution urging—

the immediate adherence by the United States to a permanent court
of international justice,

The Legion did not stop with this simple declaration, but by
formal resolution declared:

This should be the chlef objective of Legion peace activities and
every influence and power of the Leglon should be exerted to press the
matter to a favorable vote in the United States Senate at the earliest
practicable date.

Fortified, therefore, by the expressed opinion of the great
religious groups in America and of the most prominent secular
organizations, some of which I have before enumerated, when
the American Legion, as the representative of the patriotic
spirit of the country, speaking seven years after the armistice,
names as the chief objective of their peace activities the use of
their influence with this body to secure a favorable vote to
promote peace, by the adoption of the resolution now under
consideration with these essential reservations, I am moved to
agreement with their sober and considerate judgment.
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Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield for a guestion?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. " Does the Senator from Illi-
nois yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McKINLEY. 1 yield.

Mr. REED of Missourl. Does the Benator claim that this
resolution represents the sentiment of the American Legion?
Does he not know, as a matter of fact, that Legion post after
Legion post have protested against our adherence to this
World Court?

Mr. McKINLEY. I do not know. I have quoted the reso-
lution passed in their national convention.

Mr. REED of Missourl. I happen to know that.

Mr., McKINLEY. Mr. President, if a fear be entertained
that the United States may become involved in European
troubles, surely the speech delivered by our Secretary of State
in New York on December 14, voicing the sentiments of Presi-
dent Coolidge, should dispel their misgivings. At that time
he declared that it has been the settled policy of the United
States not to interfere in purely European guestions, and we
here protect and preserve our American doctrine that the Euro-
pean nations shall not interfere in our affairs,

Secretary Kellogg said in the address referred to:

We shall go to the very limit of reasonable cooperation for all leglti-
mate purposes, but we will not commit ourselves to the European
system of alliances and counteralliances to maintain the balance of
power upon that continent.

In eonclusion, I am moved to suggest the faet that in cen-
turies past most wars have developed from the ambitions and
antagonisms of czars and emperors, whose power over their
subjects enabled them to declare war. The World War has
eliminated all czars and emperors, and particularly in western
Europe, in the countries with which the United States is in
close touch, the people are in control of their governments, and
can dictate a warlike or a peaceful policy. The people in these
countries are weary of war. This is evidenced particularly by
their prompt acceptance of the Dawes plan and of the recently
signed Locarno pact.

Europe needs our moral support. There were some of onr
citizens who feared the consequences of sending to the war-
ridden nations of Europe the services of an unofficial commis-
sion, voluntarily tendered, to render possible aid in the solu-
fion of their economic problems. We all remember how eagerly
they accepted the judgment and suggestions of this unbiased
and disinterested commission from the United States. Being
satisfied of our fairness and lack of prejudice, and with the
sincerity of our motives to lend our moral support to the estab-
lishment of sound economie policies, the Dawes plan was
promptly accepted, and is to-day acclaimed one of the triumphs
of American statesmanship and diplomacy.

The Locarno pact is no theoretical proposition, but is an
agreement entered into by the five great natlons of Europe;
those natfions at this time have the ability to enforce their
wishes, It shounld be remembered that 50 years ago there were
two similar agreements, one entered into by Germany, Italy,
and Austria and the other included the nations of France,
England, and Russia. Austria has been dismembered and does
not count; the conditions in Russia appear to be chaotic; but
the other four nations who were in the agreement of 50 years
ago, arrayed on opposite sides and in antagonistic groups, are
now combined into an agreement to maintain world peace, and
for a considerable period I think they will do so.

Just as Hurope asked our moral support, which brought
about the adoption of the Dawes plan, so now they are asking
our moral support in the proposition for a so-called world court
tp promote peace,

With the Coolidge reservations, such a court of peace will
involve America in no entangling alliances. In a word, to sum
it all up, the World Court ean do America no harm, and may
do the world some good. It is mot a contract, but rather a
peaceful gesture. It is not an entangling alliance, but a
friendly cooperation. It is just a step in the right direction.

It is the duty of Ameriea to do what it can to preserve the
peace of the world. Surely no civilized people can refuse to
help. If peace reigns in Europe, if business there returns to
normal, if their purchasing power is regained, then our Ameri-
can surplus of corn, cotton, wheat, and manufactured products
will find a growing market.

The World Court resolution as now proposed has been
amended in every way to protect American independence in the
consideration of purely American guestions; in the selection
of judges, In the payment of expense, in the equality of votes,
in the submission of disputes, in the matter of foreign questions
in which America would have no place and no interest. All
these matters have been given attention.
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There is nothing to fear! There is nothing to lose! And
perhaps permanent world peace to gain!

From every standpoint of both cold business and warm hu-
manitarian interest the American Republic should take its
place in this new movement and this new hope for * Peace on
earth, good will to men.”

Mr., HEFLIN., Mr, President, the human race is indebted to
the great men who have worked here. The men of vision, the
men who have wrought well in their day and generation are
entitled to our esteem and reverence. I have in mind omne of
the greatest Presidents that the United States has ever had.
I refer to Woodrow Wilson. Upon two occasions recently I
have heard the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Brease]
attack and criticize him. At the same time he eunlogized Mr,
Lodge. He praised Mr. Lodge for helping to defeat the League
of Nations. The Senator from South Carolina evidently did
not know that Mr. Lodge favored a league of nations or a
world court of some kind. In a speech made in the State of
Massachusetts in 1915 Mr. Lodge used this language:

If we have reached the limit of voluntary arbitration what is the
next step? I think the next step is that which this league proposes,
and that Is to put force behind internationmal peace., We may not
golve it in that way, but if we ean not solve it in that way it ean be
solved in no other way.

The former Senator from Massachusetts opposed the League
of Nations. He probably did more than any other one man to
defeat it. The former Senator from Massachusetts changed
his position entirely, as the record will show and as the debates
here upon the League of Nations will show. The former
Senator from Massachusetts, just three years before the
League of Nations treaty was defeated, favored a league
backed by force and he favored this Government being a mem-
ber of such a league,

The Senator from South Carolina in his attack upon Presi-
dent Wilson, rather contrasting him with Mr. Lodge, praised
Mr. Lodge exceedingly. I served with Senator Lodge in this
body. He was a very cultured and scholarly man. He was
a very cold man. He was a man who had no very warm friend-
ships. I always bad the impression, as others had, that he was
exceedingly jealous of President Wilson, envious of his scholar-
ship, of his learning, of his masterly manner of presenting ques-
tions in which he was interested, and of the intellectual supe-
riority that people generally recognize in him over most of his
fellows.

Upon a former occasion a Senator who served in this body
who is not now here eriticized President Wilson severely, and
I stated upon the floor of the Senate at that time that I would
not permit anybody to assault unjustly this great man, who
could not be here to speak for himself, without replying to such
an attack.

The Senator from South Carolina entered into a eulogy upon
Senator Lodge while he was attacking in the same breath the
martyred President of the United States. While he was prais-
ing Senator Lodge I could but think of and contrast the
service of the two to the South, to the section from which the
Senator from South Carolina hails. One of them, the SBenator
from Massachusetts, when a Member of the House, infroduced
a bill known as the force bill. The greatest filibuster in the
history of this body was conducted to defeat that bill, and suc-
ceeded in doing so. If that bill had been enacted into law, sol-
diers wounld have gone to every polling place in the South—in
South Carolina, in Alabama. At all the voting precincts in
the South they would have stood with their bayonets and they
would have controlled the elections by force. They would have
permitted negroes, drunk on their new-found freedom and led
on by scalawags and carpetbaggers, to have overthrown the
civilization of the South. All that was dear to us was at
stake. And yet the Senator from South Carolina has eulogized
Mr. Lodge as one of the greatest Americans and has criticized
and condemned President Wilson.

What did President Wilson do for the South? Born in Vir-
ginia, in the first place, he placed in his Cabinet four southern
men when he was President. He did all that he could to
relieve that people, not yet recovered entirely from the evil effects
of the war of 1860 and the reign of the carpetbagger and the
sealawag, always encouraging and trying to help us up and
relieve us of the burdens that long rested upon us. I was
utterly astounded at the speech of the Senator from South
Carolina when he attacked this great man and eunlogized the
man who undertook during his service at this Capital, by one
of the most dangerous outstanding aects in his career, to wipe
out and destroy the Anglo-Saxon clvilization of the South.

I refer to these things because they are matters of record,
and I want the record to remain straight. The Senator from
South Carolina is entitled to his opinion about President
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Wilson, but when he comes into this body and undertakes to
express that opinion somebody is going to reply to him, if I
have to do it myself.

In contrast with what this Senator, who claims to be a Demo-
crat from South Carolina, has said about Mr. Wilson, I want
to read what the present President of the United States said
about this great man when he went to his last sleep:

As President of the United States he was moved by an earnest de-
sire to promote the best interests of the country as he conceived
them. His acts were prompted by high motives and his sincerity of
purpose can not be questioned. He led the Natlon through the terrifie
struggle of the World War with a lofty idealism which never failed
him. He gave utterance to the aspirations of humanity with an elo-
gquence which held the attention of all the earth and made America
a8 pnew and enlarged influence in the destiny of mankind.

I submit that statement against the attacks of the Senator
from South Carolina, That statement was made by Calvin
Coolidge.

I hold in my hand the address delivered at the memorial
exercises in the House by Doctor Alderman, of Virginia, an-
other southerner. I prefer to quote him and to read what he
has to say than to listen to the attacks of the Senator from
ggﬁaﬂg Carolina upon this great man. He gquoted President

n:

What a man ought never to forget with regard to a college—
He once said at Swarthmore—
is that it Is a nursery of honor and principle,

Then he said of President Wilson when president of Prince-
ton:

He inaugurated new prinelples of educational contact, which now
lie at the core of the development, not alone of his own university
but of all the institutions of liberal enlture in his country.

It seems that this man of very high culture and broad learn-
ing differs very much with the Senator from South Carolina in
his opinion of this great scholar and statesman. Proceeding
in his speech Doctor Alderman said:

Woodrow Wilson had the impulse to write as well as to talk and
became a writer of eminence fit to claim a place In the literature of
his country along with Jefferson, Madison, Lincoln, and Roosevelt.

Does a man of that character deserve the attack made upon
him which was made by the Senator from South Carolina?

Doctor Alderman quotes Mr. Wilson again. Mr, Wilson
said: ;

It is not knowledge that moves the world, but ideals, convictions, the
opinions or fancies that have been held or followed; and whoever
studies humanity ought to study It allve, practice the vivisection of
reading literature, and aecquaint himself with something more than
anatomies which are no longer in use by spirits.

I commend that to the Senators who are harking back to
things of a hundred years ago and more, and who seem to
have no vision of the present, or of the things that are to
come. Again, Doctor Alderman compliments Mr. Wilson:

I can not, at this time and place, attempt even to enumerate the
legislative measures whieh, under his leadership, went forward in the
Sixty-third Congress; but I venture to claim that no such well thought
out program of financial, social, and industrisl reform, no such in-
spiring spectacle of governmental efficlency and concentrated energy,
no such display of fearless devotion to public interests, moving high
above the plane of partisan advantage or of private gain, has been
spread before the eyes of this generation as Is afforded by the list
of enduring enactments which erowned the accesslon to power of
Woodrow Wilson,

There is quite a difference of opinion between these two dis-
tinguished southerners. Referring to Mr. Wilson, at about
the time when the war was nearing the close, Doctor Alder-
man said:

- Btill preoccupied with the thought of lasting peace, Mr. Wilson
appeared before the Congress in the early winter of 1918, at the
darkest moment of the allied fortunes, and formulated 14 points
of peace. These generalizations were almost revolutionary im theiv
scope and Ideallsm and ultimately formed the general basls of the
peace to be drafted; but they earrled, too, a political adroitness
alming directly at putting an end to the fighting. They planted new
speeds of asplration sand new hopes of justice between mations in the
minds of men; and it is not easy to ostracize such lleas. Its timeli-
ness, as well as its strength, gives to this doeument a place among
the great charters which have marked the progress of mankind.

I commend these statements to the Senator from South
Carolina.
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This paper, and the complimentary addresses following it, aimed at
nothing less than to endow the broken and weary nationg with a
new order and a new life. Desperate peoples for an hour looked
into the shining face of Hope, and had sight of an old heaven and a
new earth arising out of horror but ennobled by the self-sacrifice of
millipns, In Burke's vivid phrase, he was now the Lord of the
Ascendant; his speeches had the strength of battalions along the
front of battle; his voice was the voice of free peoples; and all over
the earth, in the great capitals, among the tribes of the desert, in
the islands of the sea, men felt the molding of his thought and sensed
the grandeor of his aims.

I submit that a man of that character should not be at-
tacked by anybody in this body, much less by one who hails
from the section of the couniry that gave Mr. Wilson birth.
Doctor Alderman goes on to say:

The genius of the Army and Navy displayed itself in war. The
genius of the President struck down the enemy morale and lald the
foundations of peace,

That is literally true, Mr. President, as all of us who knew
this man and knew what he was doing during the war know.
Doctor Alderman refers lhere to language used by President
Roosevelt :

In 1910, in his Nobel lecture, Theodore Roozevelt himself said:

It would be a master stroke if those great powers honestly bent
on peace would form a league of peace not only to keep the peace
among themselyes but to prevent, by force if necessary, its being
broken by others. The man or statesman who should bring about
such a condition would have earned his place in history for all time
and his title to the gratitude of all mankind.”

The then Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lodge, favored
stich a course as Mr. Wilson was pursuing; Mr, Rooseveit
favored such a course; he pointed it oot before Mr. Wilson
beeame President, and told how the world should be grateful
to n man who would lead the way to universal peace: but the
Senator from South Carolina criticizes and eondemns Presi-
dent Wilson for trying to bring about universal peace. Again
Doctor Alderman says, referring to Mr. Wilson’s tour of the
West, when the Leagzue of Nations was before the Senate for
cousideration :

There is no serles of political speeches, made under clrcumstances
of such sirain, in our annals attaining a higher level of oratory and
exposition. He was forewarned, as he fared forth, that his life might
be the forfeit of his en(erprli@. He replied, “1 would forfeit my life
to attain the end I seck,” and he meant it; for he was incapable of |
melodramatic pose, and the consecration of that statement rung like
& thread of gold through the sustained appeal,

Mr. President, that statement is not overdrawn. President L

Wilson was a man of that character, of that heroie mold that
if he believed in anything that affected mankind he believed |
in it so strongly that he would be willing to die for his con-
victions. That is more than I can say of a good many public |
men that I have known in my day and generation. Doctor |
Alderman continues:

Woodrow Wilson fell stricken as if In battle at Pueblo, Colo., on
September 23, 1919, and eame home shorn of his unmatched strength
to persuade and move the hearts of his countrymen.

Ll L] L - L]

L] *

The last words spoken to the people at Pueblo by the Preszident |
were these: “ Now that the mists of this great guestion have cleared
away, I believe that men will see the truth, eye to eye and face to
face. There I8 one thing that the American people always rise to and
extend their hand to, and that is the truth of justice, Uberty, and |
peace. We have accepted that truth, and it Is going to lead us, and
through us the world out Into pastures of quietness and peace such
as this world never dreamed of before,”

What a glorious vision, Mr. President, for any man, be he
Republican or Democrat, who is striving for the day when out
of the clash of arms and the iron storm of war shall come
peace universal! But this man is criticized by the Senator
from South Carclina because of his activities even in the
World War and especially because of his activities to clinch |
the result of the World War, and affer helping to put war
down to provide some way to keep war down,

Doctor Alderman continues:

Posterity will be eager to have knowledge of the personality and
the saliant qualitles of a statesman set apart to play such a role in
the world's affairs. I shall picture him as I koew him—not the
Wilson whom mankind will remember as the stern war leader of a
mighty nation, but another Wilson, known to me—a Wilson of
sprightliness and humor and handsome courtesy, of kindly counte-
nance and fascinating conversation, with power to * begulle yoa into
being informed beyond your worth and wise beyond your birthright.”

2359

I commend that to my friend from South Carolina.

Woodrow Wilson was a deeply religious man. Men who do not
understand the religious spirit need not even try to understand him.

I wonder if the Senator from South Carolina was in mind
when that sentence was uttered.

No man in supreme power in any nation's life, since (Jladstone, was
so profoundly penetrated by the Christian faith. He was sturdily
and mystically Christlan. Ie took God Almighty in earnest as the
Supreme Reality, and he carried Him into his home and saw His
immanence and guidance in private and public life, He had the
habit of prayer, and he read and reread the English Bible. Through
all his speeches flamed the glory of an insistent belief that morality
and politics should march hand in bhand. Many of his tendencles,
perhiaps the most of them that occasioned debate and censure, sprang
from his pragmatic belief in God.

- s * * * ® ®

Wilson could be, and sometimes was, aloof and unrelenting to this
or that frlend or foe; but mankind, in the mass, never failed to
goften his spirit and awaken his emotions, He would have gone to
the stake to protect mankind, as a whole, from tyraany and in-
justice.

Mr. President, he served his day and generation well, but
he is gone. Dead becaunse of the fight that he made to pro-
mofe peace and prevent war. I do not intend that anybody
shall assail him so long as I am a Member of this body with-
out rising and saying something in his behalf, Not that he
needs any defense from me or from anyone else, but I just
want the people who read the Recorp which goes out of this
body to see that we reverence and love Woodrow Wilson here.
The Senator from Iowa [Mr, BrooxHART], a Republican, the
very day before the Senator from South Carolina attacked
him, paid bim a tribute in this body. I wanted the Recorp
to show just what the situation is here as to the regard in
which the memory of Woodrow Wilson is held.

Mr. President, the Senator from California [Mr, Jorxson]
made a very strong speech for his side of this proposition, If
he understands this question, and if he has properly presented
it, there is nothing to the position of the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Borau]. The Senator from Idaho has argued here for
hours that this court can drag us in and take jurisdiction
over us, and the Senator from California holds that the court
has no power to take us in or to exercise jurisdiction over
us unless we consent, That is my position, so the Senator
from California and I are agreed, It is simply a place where
nations can go who want to arbitrate their differences. One
side can go to it and ask to have a matter arbitrated, and the
court would simply say, * Is the other side willing?"” “I do not
think so.” “Then we have no jurizdiction over the matter.”

Did you ever hear of a case being arbitrated in a com-
munity—and they are beimg arbitrated throughout the coun-
try to-day by the hundreds and the thousands—except where
both parties agreed to it? Certainly not. Both sides come up
to the arbitration board agreed on, and both sides agree to sub-
mit their cause, and to be bound by the judgment that is ren-

| dered. We are doing that in common practice throughout the

United States to-day, and have done it since we have been in

existence as a nation. Are we quarreling with the World

Court because it is putting into practice things that we origi-

| nated, that we have had in practice here since the Government

was organized?

“Well, but,” they say, “it is not any account, then, if it
has no power.” Mr. President, it is. Any place created and
kept in existence to watch the operations of the nations of the
earth, to watch nations contriving to start a war that will
involive, perhaps, the whole world, to cry out against it, to
cause publicity to be given and let the world begin to use its
influence, not after they are out fighting but before hostilities
begin, in order to prevent fighting, is a mighty good inter-
national institution to have.

The Senator from California described how Democrats would
laugh when they got this thing over. Why, this World Court
is not altogether what I want. I am frank to say that I am
not entirely satisfied with it; but it is the only thing that is
submitted to us, It is the best thing in sight, and a Republican
President has recommended it in three of his messages.

1 want to read to the Senator from California [Mr. Joux-
sox] what Mr. Coolidge, the Republican President, says:

Our foreign policy has always been guided by two principles. The
one is the avoidance of permanent polltical alliances which would
sacrifice our proper independence, The other is the peaceful settle-
ment of controversies between nations. By example and by treaty
we have advocated arbitration, For nearly 25 years we have been a
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member of The Hague Tribunal, and have long sought the creation of
a permanent world court. of justice, I am in full accord with both
of these policies.

That is what President Coolidge said in 1923, Here is what
he said in 1924, He is still following that up. He is the
President of the party of the Senator from California:

America has been one of the foremost nations in advocating
tribunals for the settlement of international disputes of a justiciable
character. Our representatives took a leading part in those confer-
ences which resulted in the establishment of The Hague tribunal and
later in providing for a Permanent Court of Intermational Justice.
I believe it would be for the advantage of this country and helpful
to the stability of other nations for us to adhere to the protocol
establishing that court upon the conditions stated in the recom-
mendation which is now before the Senate, and further, that our
country shall not be bound by advisory opinfons which may be
rendered by the court upon guestions which we have not voluntarily
submitted for its judgment. This court would provide a practical
and convenient tribunal before which we could go voluntarily, but
to which we could not be summoned, for a determination of justiciable
questions when they fall to be resolved by diplomatic negotiations.

Mr, President, I have to take a choice here between the
Senator from California and the gentleman selected by the
whole people of the United States to be President of my coun-
try. He is charged as Chief Executive with the responsibility
of looking after the affairs of the Government, and while he
belongs to another party he is President of the United States,
and he has certainly informed himself upon this great ques-
tion. He comes here and says that this is the kind of a court
he wants, and the Senator from California says that what the
President says about the court is true; that they can not
bring us to it, but that we can go to it if we so desire.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Mis-
souri?

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Would the Senator be willing to
go into the court if he were convinced that it did have a
jurisdiction to decide cases which concerned the Unifed States,
and to do so without our consent?

Mr., HEFLIN. I would vote for a reservation to prevent
that, and I am going to do so.

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; but the question is this: The
Senaftor states that he is for the court because it has no
jurisdiction except that to which we voluntarily assent. I
am asking the Senator if he would be willing to go into the
court if he were convinced that the court does have or can
obtain a jurisdiction to decide cases which concern the United
States, and to do so without our eonsent?

Mr. HEFLIN., 1 hold that the court can not do that now;
but I am going to vote for a reservation offered by the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], which will be adopted, which
specifically provides that this court shall have no jurisdiction
over any case in which the United States is interested unless
this Government consents that it may do so. Furthermore, it
was agreed yesterday in debate, as I understood the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. Boran], that at any time that this court vio-
lates the spirit of our entrance into it the Congress can pass
an act withdrawing from it. Does the Senator agree to that?

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; I do nof agree to it unless we
make it part of the very terms of our entrance. That, how-
ever, is not the question I am trying to get my friend to answer ;
and I am asking this question in no captious way, as he cer-
tainly knows.

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand.
question in my own way.

Mr. REED of Missouri, I do not think the Senator has quite
answered it. If the Senator were convinced that notwithstand-
ing the reservations which may be adopted the court neverthe-
less can obtain a jurisdiction which will enable it without our
consent to decide questions of importance to the United States
would he be willing that the United States should then take
membership upon the court?

Mr. HEFLIN. I deny that the court ever can have such
authority. This court can not have any authority over us
except the authority that we give it, so the Senator’s question
does not fit the situation at all.

Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator will do me the favor
of listening when I reach that part of my address——

Mr. HEFLIN. I shall be glad to do so.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not think I will ask him to
listen to all of it; but if he will listen to that part of it, I
think I ean absolutely demonstrate that the court as consti-

I have already answered the
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tuted has a jurisdiction to decide questions of vital importance to
the United States without the United States being a party and
without the United States consenting.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Missouri a guestion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. HEFLIN. I do.

Mr. CARAWAY. In that case it can do it whether we ad-
here or do not adhere, can it not?

Mr. REED of Missourf. Technically, yes; but if we sit on
the court and take part in its delibﬂ&tloﬁ‘!, and recognize it,
we are in a very different situation than if we sit outside of it
and say that it is what it in fact is—merely a foreign tribunal
set up by forelgn nations. Then we will be in a very different
sitnation,

Mr. CARAWAY. If we go into the court with an express
reservation that it shall have no jurisdiction to determine any
question in which we are interested without our consent, does
the Senator think that will leave us more prejudiced by its
decision that if it ghould decide when we are out of the court?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think unguestionably so.

Mr. CARAWAY., In what way?

Mr. REED of Missourl. Because if we go into this court,
and recognize it as having authority——

%Ir. CARAWAY. We can not destroy it by simply staying
out.

i[r. REED of Missouri. No; but we ean ignore it by staying
ou

Mr. CARAWAY. It will have the rame——

Mr. REED of Missouri, The Senator does
answer.

Mr. HEFLIN,
long.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield fur-
ther; aud if so, to whom?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well.
colloguy has gone far enough.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Svnaror from Alabama
yield for just a suggestion?

Mr. HEFLIN. Just a suggestion.

Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator from Alabama, and
for my own enlightenment, that I should like to know whether
the Senator from Missouri contemplated including within his
question matfers of domestic concern, so recognized by na-
tions? May I say to the Senator that there are many Ameri-
cans who believe in a court that has compulsory jurisdiction,
excepting, of course, questions of a domestie character. Speak-
ing for myself, I shonld like to see an international court that
had compulsory jurisdiction to handle and decide international
questions, but, of course, never to infringe domestic guestions
which belong to the states themselves.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Will the Senator indulge me long
enough to ask my friend

Mr. KING. I do not have the floor.

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield for a question, Mr. President.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I simply wish to ask my friend if
he is willing to have an International eourt with the jurisdie-
tion to decide all international questions and enforce its
deecisions?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator from Alabama will
indulge me—— k

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. KING. I believe in an international court such as was
envisaged in the discussions of The Hague conferences. I am
in favor of an international couri created by treaty, with
jurisdiction clearly defined and before which a state may be
required to appear upon complaint of another member of the
court, in order that a controversy of an international character
may be considered and adjudicated. I do not object to what
is called compulsory jurisdiction with respect to international
questions. Nor am I now referring to the present court, al-
though I do not mean to infer that it is not an international
court; and, of course, I do not mean that domestic questions
should be taken cognizance of by the World Court or any inter-
national tribunal.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator in-
dulge me once more?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama further yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. HEFLIN, Yes.

Mr. REED of Missourf. 1 understand the Senator, then, to
say that he is in favor of a court that ean summon before it

not let me

Mr. President, I did not intend to speak very

I think perhaps the
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the nations of the earth and can take jurisdiction of interna-
tional disputes. Is the Senator willing, then, that that court
shall be empowered to enforce its decrees?

Mr., HEFLIN. Mr. President, I can not yield to a Senator to
ask another Senator a question and then to answer him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield
further.

Mr. HEFLIN. I should be glad to hear my good friend from
Missouri ask these questions and to hear my good friend from
Utah answer them ; but I do not intend to talk very much longer,
and I want to hear what the Senator from Missouri has to say,
because I think I will make a speech on this subject before the
vote is taken. I am just touching now on some things that need
clearing up.

Senators who oppose the World Court talk about propaganda,
The documents I have received against the World Court cost
more money to send out than those I have received in favor of
it. Some of them are great big pamphlets, costing, I am sure,
hundreds of thousands of dollars to print. They have flooded
the Capitol with them. Who is back of that propaganda and
who are the men here supporting the World Court? I do not
mean to say that the gentlemen who are opposing it are not just
as clever and as honest and as conscientions as we are, but
there is no partisanship in this fight, so far as I can see. There
is none in it with me. I am willing to take the suggestion of
a Republican President and to go along with Republican Sen-
ators if I can by so doing get closer to world peace.

I am weary of a sitnation where Senators who stood here
in the other fight and fought to the death the League of Na-
tions, a Democratic proposal, and who intimaied in those
days that if they could get up some other plan they would do
what they could for peace, now, when a Republican comes
along with a mild-mannered proposition called the World
Court, find fault with that, and go to beating that about, but
have not a single suggestion to offer in the place of either
one of them.

That is not constructive statesmanship. They remind me
of the two Dagoes going up the street. They met a man who
asked them where the macaroni factory was, and they told
him they did not know. They walked about two blocks, when
one of them said to the other one, “He does not want the
macaroni factory. He means noodle factory.” The other one
said “ Sure.” They said, “ Let's go back and overtake him.”
They followed him four blocks back and overtook him, and
said, “You did not mean macaroni faetory. You meant
noodle factory.” He said, “ That's right, I did.” They said,
“Well, we don’t know where that is, either.” [Laughter.]

That is the sitnation we find here. It is easy to get up here
and go to pounding around and beating on something. But
what have they to offer in its stead? Do not Senators think
that foreign nations are sincerely striving for world peace?

There are yet to be seen widows and orphans in the war-
stricken countries. There is still suffering over there because
of the war. Benators say those nations are not after anything
except to get the United States in.

Talk about propaganda! The Senator from California [Mr.
Jomxson] said that he had gotten letters from children. God
knows they have as much right to demand that war be
stopped as anybody, and maybe more. Some of them in this
country miss their fathers now, fathers killed on the battle
field in France. Why have they not a right to appeal? Why
should not a little child, who is told that its father will never
come back, that its father died in battle, was killed in the war,
appeal to Senators? Such a child ought to hate war as long
as he or she lives. The opponents of this court make light
of the fact that these children in 300,000 homes should write
tc;: li-ittenm:m:s and ask them to help prevent war. They laugh
at it.

The Washington Post had a cartoon some time ago showing
a little girl writing a note to a Senator asking him to please
vof;g for a World Court, the cartoon making fun of it. Christ
said:

Suffer little children to come unto Me, for of such is the kingdom
of heaven.

He said at another time:
A little e¢hild shall lead them.

I suggest to the Senator from California and to other Sen-
ators that it would be well to let these little children lead
them into the paths of peace.

The Senator from California said, guoting Madison, I be-
lieve, “ Who serves his country best serves his party best.”
I sincerely believe that I am working to the highest and best
interests of every man, woman, and child in my country,
including the Senators who oppose this World Court, when
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I stand here and work for an international tribunal to pro-
mote peace and prevent war.

Mistakes have been made by public men in the past.
Patrick Henry, one of the ablest men the country ever pro-
duced, one of the honored oratorical landmarks of the Re-
publie, his speeches spoken in every schoolbouse in the coun-
try, one of the most brilliant orators of colonial days, stood
up in the convention and fought the Constitution, and he
predicted that dire disaster would come if we ever had a
general Government and ever adopted that Constitution. He
was mistaken; that is all. His vision was not good in fhat
particular. He was sincere in what he was doing, but he was
attacking what Gladstone said was the greatest civie docu-
ment ever emanating from the brain of man. It is now the
Constitution, the organic structure of the greatest Government
on the globe, written by Mr. Madison, of Virginia.

These Senators who are attacking the World Court, and
who are telling us what dire things will follow, are just as
much mistaken as Patrick Henry was. They no doubt.are
conscientious in their positions, but they are wrong. They
are unnecessarily alarmed, They were against the League of
Nations, and they are against anything that looks in the
direction of international peace.

How long would we wait to establish some international
tribunal for peace if we should wait for the Senators who
are fighting the World Court, and who fought the League of
Nations, to come in here with a proposition? We would not
have it.

Implements of war have become so dangerous and deadly,
something has to be done to prevent war in the future. I will
not go into that phase of the matter now, because I do not
intend to delay the Senate long. Some one has made the poing
that we are going to try to set up a world court over the
Supreme Court of the United States. That is not my purpose,
amd 1 do not think it is the purpose of anybody who is going
to vote for the World Court. There is no such provision in
this resolution. The World Court can not exercise jurisdietion
over affairs that belong to the domestic concerns of this
country. Not a sgingle domestic question can.be considered by
that court, and no international question where we are inter-
ested can be considered by that court, unless this Government,
by specific action, authorizes the court to take up the question
and consider it. Senators, if that is true, what danger is therp
in our going in?

I hold to the other proposition, and I do not think anybody
will gainsay it, that if the World Court should undertake to
take jurisdiction over cases when we did not agree they should
take such jurisdiction, against the reservations we put on this
proposition, the Congress of the United States could pass an
act withdrawing us from the court. Everybody conceded that
here yesterday, and whether it is conceded or not, I announce
it as a fact. There is no way to keep this couniry from with-
drawing from the court if it wants to do so.

I want to say to those Senators who are such alarmists that
the people over there, members of the court, would rather see
this country in it than to see any other country in it, beeause
they know we are a big, powerful country and that we are not
after conquest; that we love peace, and that we are not a
military people. They know that we want to promote peace
and not war. So they would be glad to have us in, to have
our influence work with that of those who really love peace
and want to prevent war in the future. So, Mr. President,
there is every argument in favor of us going in and no sound
argument agaiyst our taking such a course.

I shall conclude with this statement: This country has been
confronted with a proposition to do something to promoute
peace and prevent war since our boys ended the World War in
victory. Throughout the Nation various societies and churches
have passed resolutions indorsing some plan or other to
promote peace in the world and to prevent war. I dare say
that in nearly every county in the United States some club,
some organization of men, women, and children, and Christian
organizations throughout the country have been asking us all
along to do something. This is 1926, and the war ended in
1018, REight years have come and gone, and nothing has been
done, and here we are about to get together on something that
will unite the forces in this body, setting up a tribunal looking
toward preventing war and promeoting peace, and we find our
same friends who fought the league fighting this, the same
ones who fight any proposition of an international character
crying out against it and offering nothing.

Suppose this is defeated. Of course, it will not be, but what
would we have if it were? Nothing. Who would rejoice if
the news should go out from the Capitol that it was defeated?
The gun and ammunition makers of the United States and the
battleship builders. Talk about propaganda! They are the
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gentlemen back of the propaganda. I do not charge that Sena-
tors on the other side know about that; they are innocent of
so many things. But, Mr. President, who makes money out of
war? The gun and ammunition makers make their millions
and hundreds of millions. The battleship builders are the first
called upon in the event of war. They get busy as soon as
the toesin of war is sounded. They do not want any fribunal
to prevent war. But they dare not show their heads in oppo-
gition to it. They are away back yonder behind the screen,
but they touch the button and the propaganda gets in its work.
They know that if they dared come out in the open and oppose
it, it would defeat their scheme. They come out here charging
that we want to put something over on our country.

Would the President want to tie his eountry up in a danger-
ous foreign machine? Would two-thirds of the Members of this
body deliberately tie their country up in something that was
dangerous and deadly? Would three-fourths of the people of
the United States—and they are back of this movement—de-
liberately petition us to vote for this World Court if they
thought it meant ruin fo their country?

Mr. President, the proposition is utterly ridiculous. The
people want some sort of a peace tribunal set up, and we ought
to set one up. This is the only chance we have to help along
such a tribunal. Let us put reservations on the resolution if
it is not sufficient to guard our Interests, and we will stand
on our reservations. I dare say that when 25 years shall
have passed, if we are still on the stage of action, and I ask
these Senators, “ What about those dire predictions they
made? " they will just say, “ Well, we were mistaken.” And
that will be trune. There will be a number of international
matters that we would want to submit to an international
court. We have long advocated the establishment of such a
court. Do we propose to draw ourselves off into a shell and say,
“We are not going to have anything to do with the world?”
We are an exporting people. We send our produce to the mar-
kets of the earth. We want to increase our trade. We want
peaceful and cordial relations with other nations.

AMr. President, when our country takes her seat in the World
Court, America will be there using her great influence to pro-
mote peace throughout the world.

Mr. REED of Missouri obtained the floor.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of g
quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will eall the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Bayard Frazier Lenroot Robinson, Ind.
Bingham George McKellar Sackett
Bratton Gillett MeAlaster Schall
Brookhart Goft McNa Sheppard
Bruce Hale Mayfield SBhipstead
Butler Harreld Means Simmons
Capper Harris Moses Smith
Caraway Harrison Norbeck Smoot
Copeland Heilin Norris Stanfield
Couzens Howell Nye Stephens
Curtis Johnson Oddie Trammell
Dale Jones, N. Mex, Overman Wadsworth
Deneen Jones, Wash, Phipps Walsh
Fernald Eendrick Ransdell Warren
Ferris Keyes Reed, Mo. Weller
Fess Klnlg Reed, Pa. Willlams
Fletcher La Follette Robinson, Ark. Willis

Mr. SMITH. I wish to announce that the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Warsox], the Senator from Neyada [Mr. Pirr-
MAN], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GooniNg], the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Pixk], and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WaEeeLER] are engaged at a meeting of the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

Mr. McKELLAR. My colleague, the junior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Tysox], is necessarily detained from the Senate
on business, This announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. COPELAND. 1 was requested to announce that the
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epwarps] is necessarily
detained from the Senate on public business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-eight Senators having an-
gwered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senafor from
Missouri will proceed.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the debate has pro-
ceeded to considerable length and has taken a wide range.
There is scarcely a vagary of the imagination which has not
been exploited on the floor of the Senate. Among other ques-
tions that have been thrust forward and dwelt upon with
tearful insistence are the horrors of war. Those who thus
speak blandly assume that is the whole question in the debate
and assert that the proposed court or our entrance into it will
terminate war and end all human misery. Of course, if that
were true, everybody would be for the court. But the ques-
tion we are to determine is nmot whether war is horrible, for
that everybody knows and we need no insistence to convince
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us. Of course, every decent human being would like to see
the battle flags furled forever. -

But it remains to be determined whether the proposition now
before us makes for war or makes for peace; whether, if we
should enter the court, we will have more of peace or more
of war; whether the United States, by abandoning its ancient
policies which kept us at peace with the outside world for
more than a century of time, will gain more of peace for
herself by remaining aloof from the controversies of Europe
and Asia, or whether she will gain more of peace by entering
into every controversy of the world and sticking her nose into
every dispute of humanity; and likewise whether we will gain
more of national dignity, national honor, and national progress
by signing a compact or entering into an organization which
proposes to permit all of the rest of the world to interfere in
American affairs.

So those who have tears may retire and shed them in
privacy—tears for war, tears for widows and orphans. That
is not the question here, save in the sense that if it can be
demonsirated that the United States can safely enter the
court without impairment of her dignity and without impair-
ment of her sovereignty and without danger to herself, then
the World Court ought to be entered.

If, upon the other hand, however, entrance to the World
Court means the entrance of the United States into the disputes
of the world and the sending of our young men and onr
young women to die in foreign lands in the embroilments and
battles of foreign countries, then, certainly, we ought to remain
out of the court. That is the question.

Moreover, we have been told in the last few minntes that
three-fourths of the American people demand our entrance into
this court. I assert that nine-tenths of the American people
know substantially nothing regarding the proposed court and
that nobody has any authority to speak for three-fourths of
them or for one-fourth of them or for one-tenth of them. I
assert that it is probably true that there are some Senators on
this floor who have never read the protocol and statute of the
court. I assert that there never has been any public exposi-
tion of that statute and of that protocol in such manner as to
enable the American people to have a decent opportunity to
understand either of them.

To begin with, the problem presented is so intricate as to
require a study by the best of lawyers of days and even weeks
before the responsibility which we assume can be grasped and
understood. I assert that it is fair to say that there have been
millions of money expended in working up an apparent senti-
ment in favor of entering the court, and that probably 999 out
of every 1,000 who have signed the petitions in its favor know
nothing whatever regarding the real organization, power, and
jurisdietion of the court.

When I asked in a resolution the privilege of an investigation
s0 that we could trace this propaganda fo its source and de-
velop the financial and other interests back of it, the pro-
ponents of the court fled from that investigation and denied
it, every single proponent of the court, so far as I know, voting
against such an exposition, 5

We are told that this question has been before the people for
a long time. In a technical sense that is true; in a practical
sense it is absolutely false. Two or three years ago we began
discussing some sort of world court proposal. President
Harding sent to the Benate such a proposition. It went fo the
committee, and it was generally and commonly understood that
it had gone into cold storage. It was not discussed on this
floor ; it was not generally discussed in the country. President
Harding, however, proposed at least in one of his speeches, if
not in his messages, that a most radical change should be made.
What was that change? He sald that the court must be en-
tirely divorced from the league, and that in order that it
should be divorced from the league the court members then
existing should have the right to elect their successors, and
those in turn to elect their successors; in other words, he pro-
posed a self-perpetnating judicial oligarchy as undemocratie,
us despotie, as infamous as was ever dreamed of in the brain
of any man now living or in the brain of any man who is dead.

Following that, President Coolidge indorsed publicly all of
the policies of President Harding, specifically stating he was
going to carry them out, thus committing himself to this same
proposition that the judges of the court then sitting should
elect their successors, and those in turn their successors, and
so on forever. That was the kind of thing that the people
thought was pending here. So far as 1 was concerned, I was
confident that such a proposition wounld never receive the
serious attention of this body or of the American people,

Moreover, we had two elections involving the question of
our entrance into the League of Nations. The decision of the
people in those two elections was an utter condemnation of the




1926

doetrine »f internationalism, for that is the new doctrine with
which we are now confronted. So while it is techniecally true
that the so-called World Court proposition has been lying
here in the Senate, it is not trne that there has been any
such discussion carried on for such a length of time as to en-
lighten the general public of Ameriea. I, therefore, say that
any attempt to cut off this debate, to shorten the full right of
discussion in the Senate, if carried out, will be an attempt at
gag rule that will react most disastrously upon its authors
and most unfortunately for the country.

Mr. President, who has carried on thls propaganda? Every
great international banker who was for our entrance into the
League of Nations is for it. Every man who has loaned money
abroad and would like to have his forelgn bonds, which he
purchased at an enormous discount, underwritten in the blood
and tears of America, is for it. Hvery foreign influence is for
it. Nearly every mdivldual who was for the League of Na-
tions is for it; and the Republicans who were against the
League of Nations are now for it because a Republican Presi-
dent is for it. One of the strangest baskets of eggs that ever
was carried to market is the one in which the Republican
opponents of the League of Nations and Democratic pro-
ponents of the League of Nations, including my distinguished
friend from Alabama [Mr. Herrin], are all basketed together
and being carried to market by the hand of Calvin Coolidge.
[Laughter.] And one of the strangest sounds ever made in
this Chamber, where there have been many strange noises,
was that made by the Senator from Alabama when he declared
that Calvin Coolidge had said certain things and, therefore,
he accepted them as frue, [Laughter.]

I have the greatest respect for Mr. Coolidge ; but his opinion
carries no more weight with me since he happened to be
elected President on a national platform which was opposed
to internationalism than it carried before he was elected Presi.
dent, There is not a man in this body who would have
hesitated an instant to have differed from the opinion of
Calvin Coolidge in private life. So his assurance that this
adventure is safe carries no more weight with me than his as-
surance that we ought to take all of the taxes off the great
fortunes and leave them on the small fortunes and the poorer
people carries weight with me. I want some higher authority.

Mr, President, with these preliminary remarks, I wish to
direct the attention of the Senate at some length to the organi-
zation which it is proposed we shall enter. I wigh, if possible,
to get out of the clouds and down to the guestion before us.
I wish to extrlcate myself from that nebulous belt in which so
many of my good friends love to dwell, and which they com-
monly describe as a sort of millennial period, all of which they
promise us is going to come if we will enter this World Court.

Mr. President, one of two propositions is true: This court
either has a jurisdiction or it does not have a jurisdietion. A
court with jurisdietion may be dangerous, and that danger is to
be measured by the degree of its jurisdiction. A court withont
jurisdiction is of ag little use in the economy of life as a bad
breath or a white swelling. A court without jurisdiction is a
court without power. A court without power is a vacuum ; and
when men are driven in defense of this proposition to the claim
that the court has no power, they are driven to the contention
that we propose a cipher and tell us that that cipher represents
value,

A court is already set up, and it is said that we will not go

into it unless we attach a lot of reservations. If this court is

the court of the milleninm, if it is going to usher in that day
on which my good friend from Alabama [Mr. HerrLin] con-
tinually dwells, when the lion and the lamb shall lie down to-
gether and a little child shall lead them—and he wants us all
to follow the little child, so why not resign your seat and send
here some little girl about 8 years old to do the legislating 7—
if this court will produce such results as are predicted by these
overenthusiastic advocates, then why not join it without reserva-
tions? Why put hobbles on the millennium? Why stay the
march of progress? Why do you not join the grand procession?
Why do you not unite your hosannas with those of the multi-
tude? Why do you not proceed with it to this holy of holies,
where all is good and sweet communion of the saints is en-
joyed? Why do you say, “ Here is the sanctuary where virtue
dwells and goodness makes its home, but I amr not going in
through the door. I am going to crawl halfway over the tran-
som. I am going to be half in and half out. I do not want to
be entirely sanctified. I just want to get my head inside the
transom, so that I can back out of this sacred place as soon as
it gets dangerous™ ?

Why, Senators, when you propose to make reservations to this
court profocol and statute you certify your heart's belief that
there is danger lurking there. When you say you will submit
to no jurisdiction unless you consent in that particular case,
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you certify that you fear the declsions of the conrt. When you
say that you will reserve the right to stay out on every gues-
tion that you do not want to submit, you certify that the court
is a doubtful court and that it might exercise its jurisdiction in
such manner as to imperil the rights and liberties of your
country. So you fear it while you enter it. So you say to all
the world: ** We discredit this court in advance; we doubt it;
we fear It ”; and any denial of that statement is not an honest
denial.

Let us see what Is in this Pandora's box. Let us take the
time to analyze it. Let us understand whether it is something
or nothing. Let us understand whether it is to have a juris-
diction or no jurisdiction,

Let us understand one thing further: We can not treat these
questions from the standpoint that this tribunal which is to be
set up is to be a court of justice, for a court that has jurisdic-
tion to do justice also has jurisdiction to do injustice. The
power to decide a question at all is the power to decide it
either right or wrong. So there is no guaranty that this court
will act in favor of world peace. There is no guaranty, and
can be none, that its decisions may not ultimately be written
in blood. There is no guaranty that its jurisdiction may not be
so exercised as to forge chains for a world and destroy the
aspirations of all men who seek to enlarge their liberties.

Somebody—some Senator, I think, but he did not send me his
name—sent over a note, and it contains these guestions:

Could we have had our independence from England if the league had
existed, and the question had been submitted to a world court like
the one you were speaking of?

Could we have been free to have annexed Texas and brought that
vast and splendid domain within the jurisdiction of a free Nation had
this court, or one lke it, existed?

May Canada mnow assert her desire for liberty and becoma free,
and hope to do so with the existence of the league and under the
decision of this court?

Could we have emancipated Cuba had we been within the jurisdiction
of the court, and compelled to submit to the declsion of the court?

And to these questions which I now ask there could be added
a large number of other questions of similar import.

Mr. President, I say again, let us look into the structure of
this court.

There is no such thing as a world court. There is an
organization which may be identified by the name * The league
court.” It was provided for in the league compact. It was
created by the league pursuant to that compact. Its members
are selected by the league or the league members. The rules
and regulations governing the court emanate from the league.
It can be abolished by the league. Its membership can be
changed by the league. It is a forelgn tribunal, pure and
simple, created, dominated, and controlled solely by foreign
nations.

The United States is not a member of the league, and had no
voice in the creation of the court. The United States has no
voice in the selection of any of the successors of the so-called
judges of the court. The United States had no part in enact-
ing the rules or regulations of the court. There is no law
governing the court except the will of its members and the
mandates of the League of Nations.

The proposition, therefore, is that the United States shall
agree to submit its controversies with forelgn nations to a
tribunal ereated by foreign nations and composed of the dele-
gates of foreign nations, and in which the United States has
no adegnate assurance either of membership or of voice.
That is internationalism, and it is a miserable kind of inter-
nationalism,

One hundred and fifty years ago the Revolutionists fought
to establish the complete independence and sovereignty of
these United States. They declared they would brook no
interference by any power on earth; that the sovereign citizens
of the Unifed States should alone enact the laws and control
the policies of this Republic. They declared for an absolute
divorce from the monarchies of Europe. They obtained that
divorce at Yorktown, when the British Empire was compelled
to lower its flag. A little later they declared the dominance
of the Republic upon the Western Hemisphere, and warned

‘foreign nations against further aggression on this side of the

sea; and at the same flme James Monroe declared that the
United States would not tolerate interference by Enropean
powers in this hemisphere. He further declared that we
would not seek to obtrude ourselves into European contro-
versies, and when we do obtrude ourselves into European con-
troversies we repeal or nullify the first article of the Monroe
doctrine.

For a century and a half the American Republic has ac-
knowledged two slogans:

Our liberties we prize and our rights we will maintain,




Millions for defense, and not a penny for tribute.
Accordingly, we have hitherto steadfastly clung to the doc-
trines that the sons and daughters of America would for them-
selves determine the policies of the Nation, and that foreign
influence and foreign dictation should be rejected as intolerable.
From whence emanates the sinister argument that we
should substitute for these heroic doctrines a policy looking to
a pusillanimous surrender of the rights of the American
Nation to the judgment or rights of foreign powers? Who are
these who wonld place above the American flag the bastard
bunner of internationalism? Wh ) preaches this doetrine? From
what poisoned fountain does it emanate? What selfish inter-
osts are to be served? What forces are these which propose
to rush us into the league court without fime for consideration
by the American people, as a gold-brick man seeks to rush a
prospective victim into a hasty and disastrous bargain? How
many people of the United States know what the league court
{57 When has it been analyzed generally before the American
ople?
I}e\\'ho are the men to whom the propagandists and hired agents
of somebody would have us submit the interests of America?
Who are the members of this court to whom you rush with
the fate of America in your hands?

Max Huber, president, of Switzerland,

Rafael Altamira y Crevea, of -Spain,

Charles Andre Weiss, of France,

Dionisio Anzilotti; of Italy. -

Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, of Cuba.

Robert Bannatyne, Viscount Finlay, of Great Britain.

Bernard Cornelius J. Loder, of the Netherlands,

John Bassett Moore, a citizen of the United States, serving in a
foreign country for a foreign salary.

Didrik Galtrup Gjedde Nyholm, of Denmark.

Yarozu Oda, of Japan.

Epitacio da Silva Pessoa, of Brazil.

Who are the deputy judges?

Frederick Valdemar Nikolai Beichmann, of Norway.
Mikhailo Jovanovitch, of the Serb-Croat-Slovene State.
Dumitric Neguleseu, of Humania,

Wang Chung Hui, of China.

[Laughter.]

To these men you propose to submit questions in which
America is concerned. A few days ago I read this list of
names, and at once offense was taken. It was said I was ap-
pealing to a low sentiment when I was asking for considera-
tion of the names. Then it was asserted that there were a
large number of men with foreign names, or with peculiar
names, in our country, and that some of them had served in
the war. I do mot eall this list of names to create laughter
because of their strangeness to our ears.

I call them to emphasize the fact that they are a body of
foreign gentlemen representing foreign nations, many of them
representing nations utterly different from ourselves, repre-
senting codes of law utterly different from our codes of law,
representing systems of religion entirely different from our
systems of religion. If my friend the junior Benator from
Alabama [Mr. Herrix], whom I love and admire, were to
quote the Seripture to this body over there, as he quotes it to
us so frequently, only about three of those judges could under-
stand his elogquent Alabama language, and none of them
would know what he wasg talking about. It is a foreign court,
named by the representatives of forelgn nations, foreign in
tongue, foreign in religion, foreign in basic thought, foreign in
the principles of civilization, foreign in every way. Yet to this
court we propose to consign the destinies of America, or we
propose nothing.

1t may be answered, of course, that John Bassett Moore is
a citizen of the United States. How did he get on the court?
| He was selected by some foreign country to act as a decoy
' duck for the United States. The duck is not a very intelligent

bird, but not one of them could ever be induced to alight in a
pond with so transparent a decoy. John Bassett Moore may
be there to-morrow and may be there the day after, but
whether he is there or whether he is not there, I do not want
John Bassett Moore or any other man to decide questions
that concern America vitally. No body but an American
tribunal created by the American people should decide such
questions.
How would you gentlemen like to be sitting shivering in
your chairs six months from now awaiting the decision of the
] World Court on some guestion involving the great interests
of America, and speculating on how Yorozu Oda is going to
vote on that question? How would you feel if you thought
your faute depended upon the gentleman who bears the eupho-
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nious name of Dionislo Anzilottl, or Didrik Galtrup Gjedde
Nyholm, of Denmark, or Antonlo Sanchez de Bustamante, of
Cuba? Or, dropping down to the deputy judges who might
be summoned, how would you like to have a question involv-
ing the Monroe doctrine settled by Mikhailo Javanovid or
Dumitrin Neguleseu or Wang Chung Hui?

Of course, I do not pronounce these names correctly, but if
you enter the World Court you will have to learn how to pro-
nounce them, and yon will have to wait in breathless suspense
the votes of these gentlemen when your country's fate is in-
volved.

1 cast no imputations upon these men. I do not care how
exalted they may be in their respective counfries; and I
respect the eountries of the earth. I do not care how earnest
they may be in the laws of their lands. They are not bone of
our bone; they are not flesh of our flesh; they are not wedded
to our systems of law. They do not think as we think in
many cases, They live under entirely different forms of gov-
ernment, and, as I shall show later on, those governments have
interests absolutely opposed to the interests of the United
States, and these judges will respond to the interests of their
countries.

It is true that one of them, the gentleman from Japan, sug-
gested that that would not be true, because, he said, the
judges might be deified, and he said that in one of the solemn
conventions of jurists who devised the statutes of the leagne
court. If anybody disputes that I can produoce the official
record. He suggested that the judges could always be put
in a position to be just by being deified, a doctrine not for-
eign at all to the philosophy of Japan, where they deify their
ancestors and worship the ghosts of their departed.

It is to this body you propose to consign the fate of the
United States, or you are playing battledore and shuttlecock
with words and setting up a shadow and telling us that shadow
will produce peace in the world and stop all wars, and yet
you are saying that it does not possess power,

Mr. President, there were some internationalists in this
country during the war. There were some internationalists in
other countries. There is an international movement on.
There are societies that were organized in Europe many years
ago by Andrew Carnegie, whose estate’s money is being ex-
pended to-day for propaganda for the very ideas he taught.
There were people during the war who said that they believed
in international peace and that they would not support this
Government in the contest. We sent most of them to the peni-
tentiary. There are people to-day who condemn the Bolshevists
for, as they claim, teaching Bolshevism to the world, teaching
it in the form that there should be no national adherence and
no national life, but that we should all be some sort of a gen-
eral congiomerate. 3

I can not draw the line in principle between the doctrine of
the Bolshevist or the proletariat who teaches that kind of in-
ternationalism, and the doctrine and philosophy tanght by An-
drew Carnegie, taught by his money, and taught by some men
very close to this Chamber that we must sink our nationality
into the vortex of the world and that we shall sacrifice Ameri-
can interests in the interests of the world at large.

For my part, when the world is on one side and America
on the other, I shall think only of my country, for I shall know
that when the light of America goes out the darkness of
tyranny will return to the earth, and that there is no greater
jeopardy to human freedom and no greater blow that can be
struck to mankind in general than to impair the majesty and
power of the leadership of this Nation.

Mr. President, I have made some reference to Mr. Carnegie.
I hesitate to speak of a man who is dead. I speak of it now
because he is largely the author of this movement. I speak
of it because his money is now being expended in carrying on
the propaganda. Therefore, that which he said when living
and which is perpetuated by his dead hands, which lies largely
at the basis of this doctrine of internationalism that is now
being taught, is pertinent to the question, and I want to lay
that article before the Senate.

In the article Mr. Carnegie laments the fact that we have
rebelled against Great Britain. In the article he argues there
was not sufficient cause. In the article he demands that the
United States shall return to the mother country. Following
that article he organized these societies all over the world
and helped to finance them, and some of them are functioning
to-day.

1 send to the desk and ask to have read as a part of my
remarks the article of Andrew Carnegie printed in the North
American Review in 1803. True to his faith he returned to
his native soil to die.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withqut objection, the Clerk will
read as requested.
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The Chief Clerk read as follows:
A LOOK AHEAD

(This article is the closing chapter of the new edition of Triumphant
Democracy, embracing the results of the 1890 census, which is soon to
be issued by Messrs. Charles Scribner’s Sons,)

(By Andrew Carnegie)

I think one excusable who has been compelled to llve for months
among fignres and hard facts and record only the past if, his task aec-
complished, he indulges in a look abead, where not what 1s but what Is
to be Is considered, and where, being no longer bound by results
achieved, he is fancy free.

I have taken this privilege freely for myself in this closing chapter,
and, Utopian as the dream may seem, I place on record my bellef that
it is one day to become a reality.

Until a lttle more than a hundred years ago the English-speaking
race dwelt together In unity, the American being as much a citizen of
Britain as the Scotsman, Welshman, or Irishman. A difference unhap-
pily arose under the British Constitution, their common heritage, as to
the right of the eltizens of the older part of the state to tax thelr
fellows in the newer part across the sea without their consent; but
separation was not contemplated by Washington, Franklin, Adams, Jel-
ferson, Jay, and other leaders. On the contrary, these great men never
ceased to proclalm their loyalty to and their desire to remain part of
Britain, and they disclaimed any ldea of separation, which was, indeed,
accepted at last, but only when forced upon them as a sad necessity
from which there was no honorable escape if they were to maintain the
rights they had acquired not as American but as British citlzens.

On the other hand, the motherland, which forced the issue upon her
loyal citlzens in America, sees nothing more clearly to-day than that
she was in error, and that she converted a constitutional agitation for
redress of grievances Into a question of patriotic resistance fo the exer-
cise of unconstitutional power, an issue which Britons have never been
slow to aceept and have never falled successfully to meet. There Is no
Britieh statesman who does not feel that if the Britons In America had
not resisted taxation without representation and fought out the Issue to
the end they would have been false to the blood In their velns.

I desire to glve my readers in the old land and in the new some idea
of the position of the two parties after the difference between them
arose.

The following quotations from the credentials presented by the dele-
gates from several of the American Provinces to the First Continental
Congress, organized September 5, 1774, show the spirit which then
prevailed. 4

Delegates from the Province of New Hampshire were instructed—
“To secure and to perpetuate their [the Colonies’] rights, liberties,
and privileges and to restore that peace, harmony, and mutual confi-
dence which once happily subsisted between the parent country and her
Colonies.”

Those of the IProvince of Massachusetts Bay, Samuel and John
Adams among them, were charged to seek—

“The restoration of union and harmony between Great Britain and the
Colonies, most ardently desired by all good men.”

The great Province of Pennsylvania sent delegates for conference—
“And for establishing that union and harmony between Great Britain
and the Colonies which is indispensably necessary to the welfare and
bhappiness of both.,”

Virginia wished its delegates, among whom were Washington, Ran-

dolph, and Lee—
“To secure British America from the ravage and ruin of arbitrary
taxes and speedily to procure the return of that harmony and union so
beneficial to the whole empire and so ardently desired by all British
America.”

We guote now from addresses and petitions adopted by the Conti-
nental Congress.

From an address to the people of Great Britaln, approved October 21,
1774, and written, according to Jefferson, by John Jay :

“ We believe there is yet much virtue, much justice, much public
gpirit in the English nation. To that justice we now appeal. You have
been told that we are seditious, impatlent of government, and desirous
of Independency. Be assured that these are not facts but calumnies.
Permit us to be as free as yourselves, and we shall ever esteem a union
with you to be our greatest glory and our greatest happiness.”

From the petition of the Congress to the King:

“We ask but for peace, liberty, and safety. We wish not a diminu-
tion of the prerogative, nor do we solicit the grant of any new right
in our favor. Your royal authority over us, and our connection with
Great Britaln, we shall always carefully and zealously endeavor to
sgupport and maintain.”

On Monday, June 12, 1775, the Second Continental Congress passed
a resolution for a fast, the Battles of Lexington and Concord having
Jjust taken place, seeking aid— .

*To avert those desolating judgments with which we are threatened,
and to bless our rightful sovereign, King George IIL"
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From the declaration of Congress, setting forth the causes and
necessity of taking up arms, adopted July 6, 1775, a few weeks after
the Battle of Bunker Hill:

“Lest this declaration should disguiet the minds of our friends
and fellow subjects in any part of the Empire, we assure them that
we mean not to dissolve that union which has so long and so happily
subsisted between us and which we sincerely wish to see restored.
We have not ralsed armies with ambitions designs of separating from
Great Britain and establishing Independent states. We fight not for
glory or for conguest.”

From the petition to the King dated July B8, 1775, signed by the
Members of the Congress present : .

*“ Attached to Your Majesty's person, family, and government with
all the devotion that principle and affection ecan inspire, connected
with Great Britaln by the strongest ties that ean unite societies, and
deploring every event that tends in any degree to weaken them, we
solemnly assure Your Majesty that we not only most ardently desire
the former barmony between her and these colonies may be restored,
but that a concord may be established between them upon so firm
a basis as to perpetuate its blessings, uninterrupted by any future
dissensions, to succeeding generations in both countries.”

From an address to the inhabitants of Great Britain, also adopted by
the Congress July 8:

“ We are accused of aiming at independence ; but how is this accunsa-
tion supported? By the allegations of your minlsters, not by our aec-
tions. * * * Yet give us leave most solemnly to assure you that
we have not yet lost sight of the object we have ever had in view,
a reconciliation with you on coustitutional principles, and a restora-
tion of that friendly intercourse, which, to the advantage of both, we
till lately maintained.”

Thomas Jefferson wrote :

“® * * 1 am sincerely one of those and would rather le in
dependence on Great Britain, properly limited, than on any nation on
earth, or than on no nation.

“ Believe me, dear sir, there is not in the Britlsh Empire a man
who more cordially loves a union with Great Britain than T do.”

Benjamin Frauklin testified before the committee of the House
of Commons :

“They [the colonists] consider themselves as a parf of the British
Empire, and as having one common interest with it; they may be
looked on here as foreigners, but they do not consider themselves
as such. They are zealous for the honor and prosperity of this nation;
and, while they are well used, will always be ready to support it as
far as their little power goes."—From the Life of Franklin, by John
Bigelow. Lippincott. Vol. I, page 493,

On July 13, 1774, Jay was appointed a member of a committee of
New York citizens to draw up resolutions on the nonimportation policy.
This committee reported :

“That it Is our greatest happiness and glory to have been born
British subjects, and that we wish nothing more ardently than to live
and dle as such;" that “the act for blocking up the port of Boston
is * * * pgubversive of every idea of British Hberty;” and that it
should be left to the proposed Congress to determine the question of
nonimportation, which would be justified only by “ dire necessity."—
John Jay, by George Pellew, pages 31 and 32.

While the British-Americans were thus proclaiming their love, affec-
tion, and loyalty for the parent land, and pleading for British rights
and the union, we turn to those in Britain who are now regarded as
the greatest and wisest statesmen of that time. Hear the words of
Pitt :

It is my opinion that this kingdom has no right to lay a tax upon
the Colonies. At the same time I assert the authority of this Kingdom
over the Colonies to be sovereign and supreme, in every circnmstance
of government and legislation whatsoever, They are the subjects of
this Kingdom equally entitled with yourselves to all the natural rights
of mankind, and the peculiar privileges of Englishmen; egually bound
by its laws and equally participating in the constitution of this free
country. The Americans are the sons, not the bastards of England.
Taxation is no part of the governing or legislative power. The taxes
are a voluntary gift and grant of the commons alone, * * *
When, therefore, in this house we give and grant, we give and grant
what s our own. But in an American tax, what do we do? We,
Your Majesty's commons for Great Britain, give and grant to Your
Majesty, what? Our own properiy? No. We give and grant to
Your Majesty the property of Your Majesty's commons in America,
It Is an absurdity in terms."—From a speech by Willlam Pitt, after-
wards Lord Chatham, in the House of Commons, January 16, 1776.

Let us hear Burke:

“No man ever doubted that the commodity of tea could bear an
imposition of 3 pence. But no commodity will bear 3 pence, or
will bear a penny, when the general feelings of men are ircitated,
and 2,000,000 of people are resolved not to pay. The feelings of
the Colonies were formerly the feelings of Great Britain. Theirs wera
formerly the feelings of Mr, Hampden when called upon for the pay-




2366

ment of 20 shilllngs. Would 20 shillings have ruined Mr. Hampden's
fortune? No; but the payment of half 20 shillings, on the principle
it was demanded, would have made him a slave.”

* - * * . » .

“Again and again revert to your own principles—seek peace and
ensue it—Jleave Ameriea, if she has taxable matter in her, to tax her-
gelf. T am not here golng into the distinctions of rights, not attempt-
ing to mark their boundaries. I do not enter into these metaphysical
distinctions ; T hate the very sound of them. Leave the Americans as
they anciently stood, and these distinctions, born of our unhappy
contest, will die along with it. They and we, and they and our an-
cestors, have been happy under that system. Let the memory of all
actions in contradiction to that good old mode, on both sides, be
extinguished forever, Be content to bind America by laws of trade;
youn have always dome It. Let this be your reason for binding their
trade. Do not burden them by taxes; you were not used to do so
from the beginning. Let this be your reason for not taxing. These
are the arguments of states and kingdoms, Leave the rest to the
gchools, for there only they may be discussed with safety.”—From
a speech on American taxation, delivered in the ITouse of Commous
April 19, 1774,

Horace Walpole said:

“You will not be surprised that I am what I always was, & zealot
for Uberty in every part of the globe, and consequently that 1 most
heartily wish success to the Americans. They have hitherto not made
one blunder; and the administration have made a thousand, besides
the two capital ones of first provoking and then of uniting the
Colonies. The latter seem to have as good heads and hearts as we
want both.”” From a letter to Horace Mann, dated September T, 1775,
llorace Walpole and His World, Scribner's, page 152.

In a letter dated February 17, 1770, Horace Walpole says:

“ Liberty has still a continent (America) to exist in. I do not care
a straw who is minister in this abandoned country. It is the good
old cause of freedom that I have at heart."

Isasc Barré, member of Parliament, 1761 to 1790, sald, in reply to
Lord North's declaration that he would never think of repealing the
tea duty until he saw America prostrate at his feet:

“To effect this 18 not so easy as some imagine; the Americans are
A& numerpus, a respectable, a hardy, a free people. But were it ever
so easy, does any friend to his country really wish fo see America
thus humbled? In such a situation she would serve only as & monu-
ment of your arrogance and your folly. For my part, the America
I wish to see is America increasing and prosperous, raising her head
in graceful dignity, with freedom and firmness asserting her rights
at your bar, vindicating her liberties, pleading her services, and con-
scious of her merit. This is the America that will have spirit to
fight your battles, to sustain you when hard pushed by some prevail-
ing foe, and by her industry will be able to consume your manufae-
tures, support your trade, and pour wealth and splendor Into your
towns and cities. If we do not change our conduct foward her,
America will be torn from our side. * * * TUnless you repeal this
law, you run the risk of losing America."”

David Hartley, member of Parliament for Kingston-upon-Hull, in
a speech in the house, May 13, 1777, concluded with these prophetic
words :

“s » ® ] will venture to prophesy that the principles of a
federal alliance are the only terms of peace that ever will and that
ever onght to obtain between the two countries.”

On November 2, 1775, Mr. Hartley concluded another speech with
these words:

“Let the only contention heneceforward between Great Britain and
America be, which shall exceed the other in zeal for establishing the
fundamental rights of liberty for all mankind.”

Jonathan Shipley, Bishop of St. Asaph, fn 1774, made a Bpeech
jntended to have been spoken on the bill for altering the charters of
the Colonies of Massachusetts Bay:

“ Let them continue to enjoy the liberty our fathers gave them.
Gave them, did I say? They are coheirs of liberty with ourselves;
and their portlon of the inheritance has been much better looked
after than gurs. My Lords, I look upon North America as the only
great nursery of freemen now left upon the face of the earth. But
whatever may be our future fate, the greatest glory that attends this
country, a greater than any other natlon ever acquired, is to have
formed and nursed up to such a state of happiness those Colonies
whom we are now so eager to butcher.”

Both Briton and American being now fully agreed that those who
made the attempt to tax without giving the right of representation
were wrong, and that in resisting this the colonists vindicated their
rights as British citizens and therefore only did their duty, the ques-
tlon arises, Is a separation thus forced upon one of the parties, and
now thus deeply regretted by the other, to be permanent?

1 ean not think so, and I ¢rave permisslon to adduce some con-
giderations in suopport of my belief that the future Is certainly to
see @ reuanfom of the separated parts and once dgain a common
citizenship.
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First. In race—and there 1s a great deal In race—the American
remalns three-fourths purely British. The mixture of the German,
which constitutes substantially all of the remainder, though not
gtrictly British, is yet Germanic. The Briton of to-day is himself com-
posed In large measure of the Germanie element, and German, Briton,
and American are all of the Teutonic race.

The amount of blood other than Anglo-Sazon and Germanle which
has entered Into the American is almost too trifling to deserve notice,
and has been absorbed without changing him In any fundamental
trait. The American remains Britlsh, differing less from the Britom
than the Irishman, Beotsman, Welshman, and Englishman differ from
each other. Englishmen, Scotsmen, Welshmen, and Irishmen are all
Britons, and the American (a term which of course includes the
Canadian) entering among these would be as near the common type
resulting from a union of the five ‘as any of the other parts. Indeed,
the American in many respects resembles the Scotsman more than the
Englishman does, and he also In other respects resembles the English-
man more than does the Scot, He resembles both Englishman and
Scot much more than the Irishman resembles either. His intro-
doction into a common British-American citizenship would not produeca
a resultant differing greatly from that of the present union of Beot,
Welshman, Irishman, and Englishman. The actlon of a Congress
elected by all these elements would not differ much upon funda-
mental questions affecting the rights, liberties, and privileges of the
people from a Congress of Americans sitting in Washington, or of
Canadians in Ottawa, or from the action of a Britlsh Parllament
simllarly elected sitting In London. No citizen of any of the present
States, either British or American, would have reason to fear the
loss of anything which he now holds dear. He could rest securely
in the belief that his fellows of the other States could be trusted so
to act that the united mass would not oscillate,

A feeling of confidence in each other among the respective commun-
ities of the race in Great Britain sand Amerlea may be expected to
grow as political Institutions continue to assimilate.

It is to be noted that only in the region of political ideas is there
dissimilarity, for no rupture whatever between the parts has ever
taken place in language, Hterature, religion, or law. In these uni-
formity has always existed; although separated politically the unity
of the parts has never been disturbed In these strong, cohesive, and
cementing links. The books and perlodicals read upon both sides of
the Atlantic are rapidly becoming the same, The decision of one
court is good law in all. Language remains uniform, every approved
change in one part of the great realm rapldly being adopted through-
out the English-speaking world. Religlous ideas are the common prop-
erty of the race. There seems nothing, therefore, to keep the sections
of the race apart, but everything to reunite them.

Second. No one questions that if, instead of 1,800 miles of water be-
tween America and Britain, there lay another Missiseippl Valley, the
English-speaking race would be one politically, since the federal system
of government has proved that immense areas can be successfully gov-
erned under one head, and can exist as one power, the freest govern-
ment of the parts producing the strongest government of the whole.
The difference of land and water lylng between people has hitherto
been great, and, in the words of the poet, instead of mountains, we
can say that—

¥ Oceans interposed
Make enemies of natlons, who had else,
Like kindred drops, been mingled into one.”

This is quite true of the past; but oceans no longer constitute
barriers between nations. These already furnish the cheapest of all
modes of communication between men. It has been my good fortune
recently to travel from the Pacific coast to Britain. The journey
from San Francisco to New York was made in a moving botel, in
which our party traveled for six weeks and had every want supplied.
The time necessary for the trip is five days. The other half of the
journey, after a short rest at the halfway house, New York, was
performed in one of the best ocean greyhounds, the time consumed
from land to land being only a few hours more than that required for
the journey from 8San Francisco to New York. Over land and over
sea we had traveled under the best conditions of to-day. No luxury
was wanting, The moving hotel over the land was the best of its
kind, as was the moving hotel over the water. The ogean voyage was
by far the less fatiguing and in every respect more comfortable than
the overland journey.

The future is, probably, to render travel by sea, if not quite as fast,
yet more comfortable to people in general than land travel can pos-
gibly be made. The delegate to a conference at Washington, leaving
Liverpool or Southampton, now reaches that city in just about the
game time as the delegate from San Francisco, Seattle, or Victoria, on
the Pacific coast. At the time England and Scotland were united
members of Parliament from the porth of Scotland required as long
to reach London. A short time ago many of the American Representa-
tives to Congress consumed more time in reaching Washington than
either of these. The time required is being lesscned every year. The
next three months are to see both the ocean and the land journey
materially reduced.
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Third. The telezraph connecting London, Edinburgh, Dublin, Car-
diff, New Orleans, S8an Franclsco, New York, Washington, Montreal,
Quebee, and Ottawa, bringing all into instantaneous communication,
is the most important factor in rendering political reunion possible,
and T venture to say inevitable. Without this agenecy It might well
be doubted whether one central authority eould act for all the scattered
parts, but when events and problems as they arise, and the diseus-
slong upon them at the eenter, can be instantly known at the extreml-
ties, and become everywhere the subject of contemporaneous debate
and consideration, thus permitting the center to influence the extremi-
ties and the extremities to respond to the center, the pulse beat of
the entire Nation can be constantly felt by the Government and all the
people. No matter where the capltal may be, it must still' be omni-
present and In touch with all parts of the confederacy. Time iz there-
fore no longer to be taken into account at all, and distance means but
little when all can Instantly hear everything that transpires.

Fourth. The advantages of a race confederatlon are so nunmerous
and so obvious that one scarcely knows how to begin their emumera-
tion. Consider its defensive power. A reunion of the Anglo-Ameri-
cans, consisting to-day of 108,000,000, which 50 years hence will
nomber more than 200,000,000, would be unassailable upon land by
any power or combination of powers that it is possible to create. We
need not, therefore, take info account attacks upon the land; as for
the water, the combined fleets would sweep the seas. The new nation
would dominate the world and banish from the earth its greatest
stain—the murder of men by men. It would be the arbiter between

nations and enforce the peaceful settlement of all guarrels, saying to |.

any disputants who threatened to draw the sword:

“Hold! I command you both;
The one that stirs makes me his foe.
Unfold to me the cause of quarrel,
And I will judge betwixt you."

Such a giant among pigmies as the Re-United States would never
need to exert its power, but only to intimate its wishes and decisions.
It would be unnecessary for any power to maintaln either a great
standing army or a great navy, The smaller nations, having discovered
that they would not be permitted to disturb the peace of the world,
would naturally disarm. There wonld be no use in maintaining large
forces elther for attack or defense when the Anglo-American bad
determined that no one should attack., 1 believe that the wisdom
of the reunited nation and its regard for others would be so great as
to give it such moral ascendancy that there would be no disposition
upon the part of any power to appeal from its decislons. All would
acquire the babit of settling disputes by an appeal to this supreme
tribunal, the friend of all, the enemy of none, without thought of ever
golog beyond ils decrees.

Fifth. There are higher, though perhaps mot more powerful, consid-
crations than the materlal benefits invelved in reunion. Regarding
these I should like Britons to conslder what the proposed reunion
means. Not the most sanguine advocate of * imperial federation”
dares to intimate that the federation he dreams of would free the
markets of all its members to each other. This question can not even
be discussed when the imperial conferences meet. If it be introduced,
it is judiciously shelved. But an Anglo-American reunion Urings
free entry here of all British products as a matter of course. The
richest market in the world 1s opened to Britain free of all duty
by a stroke of the pen. No tax can be lald vpon products of any
part of the union, even for revenue, although under *free trade”
such taxes might still exist, What would not trade with the Re-
public *“doty free' mean to the linen, woolen, iron, and steel indus-
_tries of Scotland, to the tin-plate manufacturers of Wales, to the
woolen and cotton, conl, iron, cutlery, and steel industries of England?
It would mean prosperity to every industry in the United Kingdom,
and this in torn would mean renewed prosperity to the agricultural
interest, now so sorely depressed.

Few except those engaged In manufacturing reallze the position of
Britain as a manufacturer n regard to the American market. The
ocean, which many are still apt to consider a barrier between the two
countries, is the very agency which brings them so close and will ulti-
mately bind them together. Coal, iron, steel, and all kinds of mer-
chandise from Britaln reach American ports more cheaply than Amerl-
can manufactures produced within a hundred miles of these ports.
Thus the coal, iron, and steel from Glasgow, Hull, Newcastle, or Liver-
pool reach the cities of New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Richmond,
Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and Portland more cheaply
than the same articles mined or manufactured in Pennsylvania, Ohio,
Tennessee, or Alabama, the land carriage from these States being far
greater than the ocean carriage from Great Britain. To the whole
P'acifie coast Britaln is so much neaver In cost as to give her under
reunion the complete command of that market. In the event of re-
union, the American manunfacturers would supply the interior of the
country, but the great populations skirting the Atiantic seaboard and
the Pacific coast would receive their manufiactured articles chiefly from
Pritalo. The heavy products are taken from Britaln to the United
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States in many instances as ballast for nothing. The freight charge
i3 generally trifling. I do mnot hesitate to say that reunion would
bring with it such demand for British products as would tax the present
capacity of Britain to the utmost, for the products of continental
nations, which now compete so seriously with Britain, would be almost
excluded, even by a tariff strictly for revenue. There would not be an
idle mine, furnace, or factory in the land. The consumption of coal
in the United States is already greater than in Britain; of fron and
steel it is Wow fully double, Our consumption of tin plate exceeds
that of all the rest of the world. The imports of British textile fabrles
grow year after year. These never were so great as at present, The
only nation which is taking more and more of British products is the
Republic. The American market is enormous and constantly expand-
ing. It is in vain that people in Britain hope for any radical change in
the tariff laws. No party in the United States can or will make many
material changes in these. Revenue will continue to be raised by
duties upon imports as at present and chiefly upon the fine textile
fabrics—the luxuries of the rich, There can be little guestion that
nothing would so certainly insure the permanent prosperity of DBritain
as free access to the American market, which can be effected so easily
through reunion, which would also bring with it enhanced value to
land as the result of prosperity in all branches of British trade and
Industry; and were PBritaln and America again one, the American
would find the former the best summer home within his reach. Many
would purchase such homes there and secure for themselves the de-
lights of a beneficial change of climate and contact with a thousand
sources of sweet influences only to be gained in the old home of the
race. The prophecy of the Spectator, made many years ago and just
repeated, would be fully realized, that the British-American would find
the old home his * restful park.” It is not going too far to say that'
every kind of property in the sceptered isle and every business interest
would be permanently doubled in value by reunion.

I do.not shut my eyes to the fact that reunion, bringing free entrance
of British products, would cause serious disturbance to many manu-
facturing interests near the Atlantic coast, which have been built up
under the protective system. But, sensitive as the American is said to
be to the influence of the dollar, there is a chord in his nature—the
patriotic—which fs much more sensitive still. Judging from my
knowledge of the American manufacturers, there are few who would
not gladly make the necessary -pecuniary sacrifices to bring about a
reunion of the old home and the new. There would be some opposi-
tion, of course, from those pecuniarily interested, but this would be
sllenced by the chorus of approval from the people In general. No
private inferests or interests of a class or of a section of what would
then be our common country would or should be allowed to obstruct a
consummation so devoutly to be wished. _

If the gquestion be judged in Britain by the material benefits certain
to flow from it, never in all her history was such enormous material
gain within her reach, and never as much as now has the future posi-
tion of Britain so urgently required just such an assorance of con-
tinued prosperity. The development of manufactures in other lands
serlously menaces her future. She has already lost much in cotton
manufacture, which I fear is never to be regained. The product of iron
has fallen from nearly nine to less than seven millions of tons. We sea
decreases written too often in her trade statistics which might be
charged to the ebb and flow of industrial affalrs were they not accom-
panied by startling increageg in like branches in competing nations,

Her position is the most artificial of all natlons, islands that
can not grow half enough of food to feed her people, but which
produce double the amount of manufactured articles they can con-
sume, Such a natlon in order to be secure of her future must
have & market for these surplus articles and more land from which
to draw food for her people. This is precisely what reunion offers—
the most valuable and the most rapidly increasing market in the
world for her manufactures, and the richest soll for the production
of the food she requires. Reunion restores her to ownership in hun-
dreds of milllons of acres of fresh, fertile soil, the like of which is
elsewhere unknown, reopens a market for her manufactures sufficient
even to-day to absorb all her surplus.

Reunion will further benefit the United Kingdom in regzard to debt
and taxation, potent factors In the industrial race of nations. The
national debt per capita of the United States, amounts to £14, that
of Britain to $88, that of Canada to $48. The percentage of taxa-
tion In the United States, national, State, and local, to earnings was
5.04 last decade; In the United Kingdom, 9.03—nearly donble.
When the union is restored it will be upon the basls of uniting also
the national debts as they stand, and making all a common obliza-
tion of the union, so that the United Kingdom would be relieved at
once of the greater portion of Its national debt, and of at least one-
half of all its present heavy taxation, even if no reductlon of ex-
penditure resulted from having one genmeral government, one army and
navy instead of two. About one-fourth of all national taxation in
recent years in the Republic has gone in payment of debt, and a
much greater proportion recently for pensions, which are temporary,
so that the current expenses of the general government will after a
time not require more than one-half the present amount of taxation,
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The only course for Britaln seems to be reunion with her glant
child, or sure decline to a secondary place, and then to comparative
insignificance in the future amnals of the Bnglish-speaking race,
which is to inerease so rapldly in Ameriea. Heaven forbid that she
who has been and yet is so great, and still so deeply reverenced,
ghould unwisely choose continued separation and tread a by-path
apart leading to an inglorfous career. Let her statesmen study the
gituation, therefore, and learn that reunion with ber American chil-
dren is the omly sure way to prevent continued decffne. Reunited
with these, Britain takes a new lease of prosperity; decline Is ar-
rested and increase begins,

Sixth. The influence upon the Individual citizen of power in the
state and especlally of power used for great and good ends is im-
measurable. The conquering Briton has conquered more and more
easily as he has had behind him more and more of a record of
achievements of his race. "I am a Roman citizen™ was a boast
which made him who uttered it not only a greater Roman but a
greater man. To develop heroes there must be occaslons for heroism,
To develop statesmen the state must have a great part to play in the
world. Had the Republic remained & mere colony it would mnever
have discovered its Franklin, Adams, Hamilton, and Hancock, and
what would the world have known of Washington; what part could
he have ever played to make him Washington? What would the
world have known of that genius Lincoln, the greatest statesman of
the century, or of many centuries, had he not been called upon fo
preserve the Republic, and with a stroke of the pen to make
4,000,000 slaves freemen? In Hke manper Hampden, Pym, Elliott and
Cromwell would have remained comparatively obscure men but for
the part which it was possible for them to play upon so large

" a stage as Britaln, What the British boy grows to be as a citizen

largely depends upon how he is fashioned by knowing and dwell-
Ing upon the history of his country’s triumphs and of its leaders
in the past. What would the American boy become as a citizen
if he had not hls Washington and other Revolutionary heroes to
inspire him, and cause the blood to tingle in his veins as he reads
the story of his country’s struggle for independence? What kind
of & man would the Scotsman be if bereft of the glorious history
of his country and its sacrifices for the cause of clvil and religious
lberty? He is fed upon and becomes part of Wallace, Knox, and
Burns. Every state should alm fo be great and powerful, and
noble in the exerclse of its power, beeause power in the state,
nobly exercised, is the strongest influence in producing good and
patriotle eitizens. Every citizen, being a constituent part of the
gtate under democracy, partakes in some measure of its greatness.
A small and petty political unity tends to breed small and petty
men of all classes; dealing with great affairs broadens and elevates
the character. All these and many other considerations plead for
reunion.

Let us now consider the position and feelings of the various parts
of the English-speaking world toward reunion, beginning with Canada.
Canada would undoubtedly favor reunion. She would gladly reenter
a race federation of which Britain and the United States were again
the other members. Therefore it can be sald of her: “ SBhe is ready.”

Touching the United States, we flnd the American Union constantly
adding States. The original 13 have now swollen to 44, Other
States, now in process of formation, will scon raise the number
to 50. So quietly are these admissions made that the XNatlom is
scarcely aware of them. A convention of the people of a Territory
decides to ask admission to the Union as a State; Congress passes a
bill of a few lines, which the President signs, admitting the new
member, Elections are held in the new State for governor, members of
a State legislature, and officers of the State, and also for Representa-
tives and Senators. The latter make thelr appearance in Washington,

rogent their credentials, take the oath and their seat in the national
councils. There is nothing more to be done. The State attends to
all ifs internal affairs, and the General Government attends to all
general matters. The American people are favorable to the extension
of national boundaries. No evil, but great good, has come from every
succeeding addition to their union. Therefore a propoesition to reonite
Britafn and the Republic would not seem anything novel to them.
They are used to territorial extension.

The reunion idea would be bailed with enthusissm. No idea yet
promulgated since the formation of union would create such unalloyed
gatisfaction, It would sweep the couniry. No party would oppose,
each would try to excel the other in approval. Therefore as of Can-
ada so of the Republic we can say: ** She s ready.”

Here we have two members out of the three secured. As far as
thege are concerned, the question might be raised to-morrow. It is
only when we approach the old home that we are compelled to recog-
nize that it Is not yet ripe for reunion. But this can not even be said
of all of its members. In one of the islands a proposal to become
part of the great British-American nation would be halled with delight.
We can safely say of Ireland: * She is ready.”

The position of Seotland in the United Kingdom jg that of a small
State overshadowed by a great one. She is dissatisfied and is to-day
demanding power to govern lerself alter her own ideas. Her posl-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JANUARY 19

tion as a State among the proposed States of the great reunlion would
be more desirable and infinitely more exalted and more independent
in every respect than her present position as a Btate in the small
union of England, Ireland, and Wales. And not one particle would
she be less distinctively Scotland than she is Scotland to-day. Indeed,
she would be more Bcotland than she is now Scotland, because the
rights which a State in the rennion would hold are the rights of
sovereignty. She would be supreme within her borders with a national
parliament and full control over her land, her church, her education,
and all her national Institutions. She would only surrender to a
general parliament control of certain stated affairs of an international
character. After a short campaign of explanation throughout my na-
tive land I am confldent we should be able to say of Seotland, “ She
is ready " ; and what Scotland requires is all that Wales requires, when
of her we could also say, ‘*She is ready.” Her status would also be
raised, not depressed, by reentering the greater union. Scotland would
be more Scotland, Ireland more Ireland, Wales more Wales than they
are at present. What great difference would it make to Wales, Ire-
land, and Scotland if their representatives to the supreme couneil
should proceed to Washington instead of to London? Yet this is all
the change that would be required, and for this they would have
insured to them all the rights of independent States and free access
to the only market which can make and keep them prosperous.

The sole remaining member is England, and we confess that much
has to be accomplished in the way of change before she can be
induced to again accept the headship of the race as the oldest and
most revered member in a great reunion which, however, she could
not expect to dominate as she now dominates the present union of the
three small Btates, containing less than one-third of her own population,
which constitute with her the United Kingdom. But the greater union
would be one in which although she could not be all-powerful, yet she
would undoubtedly be first, and regarded with all the deference due
to age and motherhood.

At first glance the Briton who considers this question may feel that
the proposed reunion would involve the giving up of his separate
natlonality, with its unequaled history, its triumphs, and all that
makes the sceptered isle the object of hls love and admiration. There
is nothing whatever in this. Not a line of the long secroll would be
dimmed, not & word erased. The past can not be obscured, and the
future, under the proposed reunion with the other branches of her
own race, may be trusted to be grander than the past, as the power
and career of the reunited nation must be greater than that of any
of its branches. Officlals may be expected to denounce the idea of
reunion, fearing that their positions under the new régime wounld
be, not less dignified, but less likely to be theirs, But the people of
Britain have no cause to fear that anything wonld he taken from
them, and every reason to see that much would be added. We observe
in the history of the world that patriotism is ever expansive. Cen-
turies ago the people of Perngla and Assisi, 15 miles apart, were
deadly enemles, attacked each other, and played at making war and
treaties. Even St. Francis was wounded in one of these campalgns,
The patriotism of the Perugian and the Assisian could not embrace
an area so great as 15 miles. To-day patriotism stretches over hun-
dreds of miles, in some cases thousands of miles, and does not lose
but gain in intensity as it covers a wider area. There iIs more to
be patriotic about, The patriotism of to-day, which melts when pushed
beyond the shores of the island of Britaln, may safely be trusted to
partake in the near future of the expansive quality. It will soon
grow and cover the doings of the race wherever sitnated, beyond the
bounds of the old home. Professor Freeman, under the influence of
this wider and nobler patriotism, has already been compelled to
declare :

“He is no Englishman at heart, he hag no true feeling of the
abiding tie of kindred, who deems that the glory and greatness of
the child (Republic) is other than part of the glory and greatness of
the parent.”

National patriotism or pride can not, therefore, prove a serlons -
obstacle in the way of reunion.

It is to be earefully pondered that had separation never occurred
it would long since have been necessary for the larger part of the
population to be represented in the General Parliament. It iz not
conceivable that seventy millions of citizens upon one side of the
Atlantic would eonsent to be governed by thirty-eight on the other.
If they were so, they would prove themselves most undesirable members
of any union. Free-born Britons should bave no union with such
people. It is because they are British and masterfal and will have
equality with other Britons that it is desirable or even safe to unite
with them. Long ere this, therefore, the representatives of 70,000,000
would be greater in mumber than the representatives of 88,000,000,
and consequently the condition of England or even Britain in this
Greater Britain could not have been that of one member overshadow-
ing all the rest. When reunion takes place no one State can have
such power. England wonld he more powerfu! than any six of the
numerous States; bont she would not be more powerful than ali com-
bined. Nor is it desirable that any one member should bhe so, If
Britain were to stand for tais, it would be equivalent to saying that
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even if the American Colonies had not seceded she herself would
have seceded from them under the policy of rule or ruin and of
refusal to consider her fellow citizens as political equals.

Numerous as would be the States comprising the reunited nation,
each possessing equal rights, still Britain, as the home of the race,
would ever retain precedence—first among equals. However great
the number of the children who might sit around her in cauneil,
there could never be but one mother, and that mother, Britain.

To resolve to enter no federation of the race in which Britain's
vote would not outweigh all the others combined would be to assign
to Britain a petty future indeed, since the race can not increase much
in the United Kingdom and is certain to be soon numbered by hun-
dreds of millions in America. * Think what we lost when we lost
you,” sald a Briton recently to an American. “Ah,” replled the
American, *but just think what we lost.” * What did you lose?”
“ Britain,” was the reply. This was true; the loss was mutual—as
the gain from reunion will be mutual. Each in losing itself will
regain the other.

The impediments to reunion may here be mentioned and considered:

First among these the great colonial emplre, upon which Britain
justly dwells with pride. The colonial, however, is a mere tem-
porary stage in the development of nations. All colonles which
prosper and grow ultimately develop into independent states. These
always have dome so, and they always will. It is certailn that
Australasia will have a new confederation if she fulfills the expecta-
tions of many ns to her future growth. If, however, she does not in-
crense in the future faster than she has been doing for sometime,
she will no doubt long remain as at present under the protectorate
of the old land. There would be no objection to her remaining under
the protection of the reunion. The numerous small settlements and
dependencies could in like manner also remain. There is, therefore,
no valid obstacle in the colonlal feature,

Indla, with its grave responsibilities, remains. No branch of the
race now clear of any share in these would willingly consent to become
a partner in them. India, called the “ Brightest Jewel in the Crown,”
may be *red" again some day. My experience in India, traveling
a8 an American, gave me an insight into the forces and aspirations
of its people which the ecitlzen of the conguering nation ls never per-
mitted to obtain. The wisest and most cautious stategmanship alone
can lead in peace the two hundred and eighty millions of Indla to
gelf-government ; and much has been done by the education of the
people to render the bestowal of self-government upon them inevitable,
British occupation of that vast country is necessarlly temporary. Brit-
aln will ere long be relieved from its dangerous position there. The
right of self-government will be granted to the people, who will be
ready upon short notice to establish themselves as an independent
power. There is really no longer any declded advantage to the
parent land in colonles, or in dependencies like India, slnce there has
been conferred upon these freedom of trade with all nations and the
right to tax Imports, even from the parent land, Britain- retains the
trade of these regions because she can best supply their wants and
this she could do just as completely were they independent. Trade
pays no attention to flags; it follows the lowest price current. India,
therefore, can soon be placed upon the road to independence and the
British-American Unifon wounld guide it to this as well as the present
Union of the United Kingdom.

The position of Britain In regard to European gquestions, which
might alarm America, is rapldly changing. The doctrine of noninter-
vention is strong enough, even to-day, to give her practical immunity
from participation in European wars. Were Britaln part of the
Re-United States all that she wounld be Interested about in Hurope
would be fully secured; namely, the protection of her own soil and
the command of the seas. No balance of power, no occupatibtn of
Egypt, or any slmilar guestion would be of the slightest importance,
The reunited nation would be prompt to repel any assault upon the
soll or the rights of any of its parts.

The monarchical form of government is admittedly a cause of dls-
union, but this form is not eterne. Scarcely a sesslon of Parliament
passes which does not in some department bring about an assimilation
of political Institutions to those of Canada and the United States. It
is recognized by all that Britaln is no longer a government of the
few, but has really become In substance a democracy. A house of
hereditary legislators is of all present Institutlons probably destined
to have the shortest life in Britain, The House of Lords is not effec-
tive as a legislative chamber, even to-day. With its abolition or reform
the question of maintaining an hereditary head of the state will follow.
The opinion is often expressed In Britain that the Prince of Wales is
probably to be the last officlal sitting by hereditary right. It is said
that this opinion has been expressed by the prince himself. From what
wise friends who know the prince tell me, 1 am persuaded that he is
the last man in the world to stand in the way of healing a separation
which he so constantly deplores, and unless the estimate formed by
all, of the patriotism, virtues, and character of Her Majesty herself
be strangely awry, she would glve up much beyond her crown to be
the peacemaker who brought reunion to her race. Strange almost
beyoud explanation is the fact that this woman, from one point of
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view bereft of political power, a mere instrument in the hands of
her elected ministers, nevertheless is in this omnipotent, She is the
only one who could by a sublime act reunite the separated branches
of her race. Never In the history of the world has it been in the
power of any human belng to perform so great an act, or to secure so
commanding a place among “ the immortal few who were not born
to die.” All the saints in the calendar would give place to St. Vie-
toria were Providence to favor her by calllng her to perform a mission
so fraught with blessing to her people and to the world. There would
be but two names set apart forever in the annals of the English-
speaking race—names further beyond all other names than any name
now known to man is beyond that of all hls fellows—Victoria and
Washington—patron saints of our race; he the conqueror, who manlike
drew the sword In righteous quarrel; she, womanlike, the angel of
peace and reconciliation; each adding luster to the other and equal
In power and glory.

For such a mission and such a destiny even Queen Victoria on
bended knee might pray.

In England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales a proposition to make
all officlals elective by the people after Victorla passes away, which
God grant must be long is the prayer of every American, would

command a heavy vote. It is thought by many that the majority

would be great, indeed, in all the members of the United Kingdom
for the abolltion of hereditary legislators. Before the question of
reunfon is ripe for settlement in England there will remain no
trace of hereditary privilege. As the Scotsman some years ago so
well gaid: * Democracy means, and rightly means, that privilege shall
cease.”

There remains the question of the established church, which at
present would create an fnsuperable obstacle to reunion; but it has
already Dbeen abolished in one of the members of the United King-
dom and is about to be abolished in another; and it Is only a question
of a few years ere It be also abolished in Scotland.

This leaves us again with only England as the obstructive member
to reunion; bat as with the House of Lords, the colonial system, and
the monarchy, so with the established churech, even in England, What
has been adopted in three members of the United Kingdom will
finally be adopted in the -fourth. The tendency of the age is fatal
to making any sect the favorite of the State, Equal protection to all,
favor to none, is the doctrine In regard to religious bodies. The
question of an established church in the ome member, England, there-
fore, will not exist to prevent reunion,

We might from one point of view consider the idea of *imperial
federation™ an obstacle to reunion, but it is really & help, for the
discussion of that question can only pave the way for the acceptance
of the only desirable federation. It needs only to be pointed out to
Britain that, granted imperial federation acquired, she would obtain
little or no extension of markets and could then only hope to be a
member of a union which comprised a very small portion of the race.
The growth of the English-speaking race during the last 10 years
1s ominous when considered in its bearing upon the imperial federa-
tion idea. In 1880 a federation of England and her colonies would
have contained 42,308,843 people. The population of the Republic
at that time was 50,155,788. Contrast now these fizures with those of
1890. Imperial federation would have embraced in 1390, 46,437,974,
The population of the Republic was then 62,622,250. Thus in 10
short years the American Republic has added twe!ve and a half
millions to its populatlon; the members of the proposed *imperial
federation " only four and a quarter millions. The United Kingdom
increased only 2,638,000, Canada only 508,000, Australasin—Queens-
land, Victoria, New South Wales, New Zealand, Tasmania, ete,—com-
bined, only 1,024,193, sundry small seftlements the remainder,

Let it be assumed that the two branches inerease in the same pro-
portion as for the last 10 years, and

1900 will show :

Imperial federation 50, 600, 000
The Republie 78, 100, 000
1910 will show :
Imperial federation -~ 55, 600, 000
The Republic 97, 800, 000
1920 will show :
Imperial federation 61, 100, 000
The Republic 122, 000, 000
1930 will show :
Imperial federation 67, 200, 000
The Republic -—= 152, 500, 000
1040 will show :
Imperial federation - 73, 900, 000
The Republic -~= 190, 600, 00D

This will be the result only 30 years hence, when men now in man-
hood will still be living.

If the estimate be carried forward for 50 years more, making the
complete century, the figures will stand:
Imperial federation 119, 000, 000
The Republie BB1, 000, 00O

We have considered here the two parts—Republic and Empire—as
two solld bodies, the increase of the Republie, 1880 to 1800, having
been 24.87 per cent, the empire’'s average increase 10 per cent; the
United ‘Kingdom'’s increase—8.17—hag been, of course, less thnn the
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average; Canada'’s inerease, 11 per cent, just 1 per cent above the
average; and Australasia’s percentage of increase much higher, 89
per cent. It is mot probable that any of the parts in either empire
or Republic will maintain the past rate of Increase; especlally is it
considered improbable by experts that the United Kingdom can in-
crease much, sinee other countries are becoming better able to supply
their own wants, Australasia hag only added 1,000,000 in 10 years,
and this chiefly in the first years of the decade. Her future, as the
home of a great population, i1s not yet considered quite clear. Canada,
under present conditions, 18 not Hkely to do more than maintain her
glow rate of increase, The Republic seems likely to more nearly keep
up its present rate of increase than the others, so that it is quite
gafe to assume that at least the relative difference between imperial
federation and the United States, here indleated, will be maintained.

If Britain, Amerlca, and Canada were to reunite to-day, the popula-
tlon of the reunion would be 108,000,000. All the other parts of the
English-speaking race would not number 5,000,000, It is into such a
complete race reunion of her people that the door is now wide open
for the parent land to enter and take first place—first among equals.
In view of this high destiny, hers for the asking, who is he among her
citizens who can sit down and deliberately plan for his country such a
future as these figures prove would be hers under imperial federation.
I can not understand how any true Briton can so far forget what is
due to the mother land. No patriot surely can or will longer connect
himgelf with a movement which has for its alm so miserable an end.
If the imperial federationist be willing to unite with a few millions of
people at the antipodes, who will not even entertain the idea of im-
ports under free trade, much less * duty free,” what objection can he
raise to reunion with the main body of our race, only five days' sail
from his shores, who offer not free trade only, which allows taxes
upon imports for revenue, but entrauce of everything duty free. I
confidently appeal to the sterling patriotism which animates the im-
perial federationists and insplres them with ardent wishes for the
future of their land to discard the narrow idea which tends to defeat
their dearest hope. 1 beseech them to come with us who seek the
reunion of all,

In the affairs of natlons as well as in those of individuals there is
a tide which not taken at the flood swings the ship of state from the
main channel into the shoals and eddies where future progress is im-
possible.

It may confidently be expected there will arise in Britain a strong
public sentiment protesting against the effort of some to relegate her
to a subordinate rdle through an imperial federation which falls to
federate the mass of the race.

From a review of the present position of the question we find that
even to-day we can say Canada, the United States, and Ireland are
ready for reunion; that Scotland presents no great difficulty; npeither
does Wales, and both have everything to gain and nothing to lose by
reunion ; and that the causes of continved disunion which admittedly
exist in England are rapidly vanishing and are all melting away like
snow in the sunshine; the colonial empire, the Indian question, Euro-
pean entanglements present no insuperable obstacle, and hereditary
privilege and a national church are doomed. The present gemeration
is to find several of these obstructions abollshed ; the succeeding genera-
tion probably is to find no trace of any of them.

Let no man imagine that I write as a partisan In dealing with these
questions. I know no party In this great argument either in America
or in Britaln. Whatever obstructs reunion 1 oppose, whatever pro-
motes rennion I favor. I judge all political questions from this stand-
point. All party divisions sink into nothingness in my thoughts com-
pared with the reunlon of our race.

The ground thus cleared in the only member in which it is now
cumbered, there is presented to us the spectacle of three branches of
the race, Britain, Canada, and America, formerly united and now
enjoying similar institutions but remalning disunited. We seek in
vain for any reason why the old quarrel should not be healed, why
those separated by a difference which no longer exists should not let
the dead past bury its dead, and once more unite as parts of one
great whole, just as the two parts of the Republic, plunged into civil
war by the question of slavery, have again united in bonds more loving
and more enduring than ever; just as Beotland and England, after
long wars and separate existence, have been united, to the incalculable
advantage of both ; just as the Provinces of Canada have united all the
three Dbranches In one dominion, having had in thelr own histories
experience of the evils and cost of separation and likewlse of the ad-
vantages flowing from union. That each should now consider a re-
union on a greater scale, and yet only a repetition of what each has
already made upon a smaller scale, seems the most natural thing in
the world, The residents of any member of the reunited nation will
be nearer in time to the common center than the residents of the north
of Seotland were to London at the time of the union; nearer than the
residents of the extremities of the Republic were to Philadelphia when
the Federal Union was formed. And in addition to this the citizen
in any part of the new federation, by means of the telegraph, really
will sit within the precincts of the Capitol; almost, it might be said,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JANUARY 19

within hearing of the proceedings of the natiomal counclls. Properly
viewed, the reunlon of the Briton, Ameriean, and Canadian will be
less of a step forward than was the union of Scotland and England,
the union of the Provinces of Canada, or the American Unlon, the
parts to be reunited by such a federation being in every true sense
nearer together, and the new empire more compact, than were the
parts of elther of these three unions at the date of their origin.

The means by which reunion is to be accomplished are ready to
hand. There is gitting at this moment in Parls a econference com-
posed of delegates from London, Ottawa, and Washington charged
by the three branches of our race to obtaln a satisfactory basis for
the preservation of the seals in Bering Sea. After their task has
been concluded the same distinguished men, each among the foremost
citizens of the respective branches, could meet In London and sug-
gest a basis for restoring the union which only a century ago so
happlly existed between Britain, Canada, and America and made
them oue nation. It would be so easy a task that its very sim-
plicity amazes and renders usg incredulons, but moest of the important
successes and most valuable discoveries have been remarkable for this
very feature,

As easy as Le Cling’s setting types, as easy as Franklin's drawing
the lightning down, as Newton's divining the meaning of a falling
apple, or Galileo of a gwinging lamp, or Watts the raising of a kettle
lid by the force of the escaping steam, as Spencer's survival of the
fittest, as Darwin’s origin of species, as Columbus salling westward,
or the making of the American Constitution—the Gordian knot is
always easily cut, so easily that the only wonder is that it was not
done before. Nothing mysterious, elaborate, or difficult reaches to
the root and changes the face of the world, or the trend of events.
The road always lies broad, open, straight, obvious to all transcen-
dent guccesses; there is no hidden, tortuouns, and narrow path to
anything truly great. Some day, therefore, delegates from the three
now separated branches will meet In London and readily agree upon
and report for approval and ratificatlon a basis for the restoration
of an indissoluble union of indestructible states.

This may all seem Utopian, but we have had many prophetic
volees, concerning both Britain and America, more than fulfilled,
which were at the time of their inspired utterance much wilder than
anything herein suggested. It may be all & dream and I but a mere
dreamer of dreams. 8o be it. Bat if it be true that he who always
dreams accomplishes nothing, 80 also is it none the less true that
he who never dreams is equally barren of achievement. And if it be a
dream, it is a dream nobler than most realities. If it Is never to
be realized, none the less It should be realized, and shame to those
who come after us If It be not. 1 believe it will be, for all progress
is upon its side. All that tends to the brotherhood of man tends
to promote it. The tendency of the age is toward consolidation. We
have behind us and with us, urging its consummation, all the mighty
forces of civilization. The parliament of man and the federation of
the world have already been hailed by the poet, and these mean a
gtep much farther in advance of the proposed reunion of Britain
and America than that reunion is in advance of the Canadian Con-
federation, of the American Union, or the Union of England and
Scotland, all already accomplished.

Readers will kindly note that this 1s a look ahernd—how far ahead
I shall not attempt to guess—nevertheless it is ahead, and some
time, somehow, it is to come to pass, I see it with the eye of faith,
the faith of the devotee which carries with It a realizing sense of
certain  fulfilment,

Time may dispel many pleasing illusions and destroy many noble
dreams, but it shall never shgke my bellef that the wound caused by
the wholly unlooked for and undesired separation of the mother from
her child is not to bleed forever.

Let men say what they will, therefore, I say that as surely as the
gun in the heavens once shome upon Britaln and Americn united, so
surely is it one morning to rise, shine upon, and greet again ' The
Re-United States,” * The British-American Union.”

ANDREW CARNEGIE,

During the reading of the article,

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wizis in the chair).
The absence of a gquornm is suggested. The clerk will call the
roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Ashurst Ernst Heflin MeNn
Bingham Ferris Howell Mayfield
Blease Fegs Johnson Metealf
Borah Frazier Jones, Wash, Moses
Brookhart George Kendrick Norbeck
Butler Gillett Keyes Norris
Capper ioff Kinlg gﬂ"’
Copeland Gooding La Follette die
Curtls Hale Lenroot Overman
Dale Harris McKellar 'epper
Deneen Harrison McMaster Pine
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Pittman Behanl Stanfleld Warren
Reed, Mo. Sheppard Swanson Watson
Reed, Pa. Shi Fstead Trammell Weller
Robinson, Ark, Smith Wadsworth Wheeler
Sackett Smoot Walsh Willis

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

The reading of the article from the North American Review
having been concluded,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, does the Senator from DMis-
souri desire to conclude his speech to-night?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not

Mr. CURTIS. Then, if the Senator will yield to me, I will
make a motion,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I will be glad to yield.

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11
o'clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. REED of Misseouri.
make it 12 o'clock.

Mr. CURTIS. We can not do that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Kansas that the Senate take a recess until
11 o’clock to-morrow morning,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday,
January 20, 1926, at 11 o'clock a. m.

I suggest to the Senator that he

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tursoay, January 19, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order
by the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy name. Wilt thoun
come to us in the compassion of our heavenly Father. Thon
who giveth us all things richly to enjoy, in chastisement and
rebuke, remember mercy. Do Thou stoop to our needs and
help ns to see great things out of Thy law. Grant newness of
zeal and opportunity to all. Oh, teach us how the good may
prevail and help us to hold onto its achievements. May we
hear the call to the higher states of power and blessing.
Keep before us not success, not greatness, not victory, but
fidelity to the public good, through Christ our Saviour. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LINTHICUM rose.
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Maryland rise?

Mr. LINTHICUM. To ask unanimous consent to address

the House for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there
objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, if it is not to read into the
Recorp a speech by Governor Ritchie, of Maryland, I shall not
object ; but if it is on that subject, I shall object.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will say to the gentleman that it is not
ou that subject. If it were on that subject, it could not be done
in two minutes. That is not my purpose.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. It takes up time.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I am only asking for two minutes. I
ask unanimous consent, Mr. Bpeaker, that I may be allowed
one minute in which to address the House,

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

Mr. DOWELL. The same objection.

NO QUORUM—CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I make the polnt of no
quorum.

The SPEAKER.
present,

Mr. TILSON. I move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Bergeant at Arms will summon the absentees, and the Clerk
will call the roll.

The doors were closed.

LXVII—150

It is evident that there is no gquorum
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The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:
[Roll No. 20]

Auf der Heide Cullen Haugen Parks
Barkley Darrow Hawley Phillips

Bell Davey Hudson Purnell
Berger Deal Johnson, IIL Quayle

Black, N. Y. Dempsey Kiess Raker

Bloom Denison Kindred Ransley
Boylan : Dickinson, Iowa McFadden Rayburn
Brand, Ohio Dicksteln McLaughlin, Nebr. Rouse
Brigham Doyle MeSwain Sanders, N. Y.
Burdick Esterly MacGregor Bomers, N. Y.
Butler Fredericks Mead Spearing
Canfleld Free Merritt Bullivan
Carew Fuller Morin Bumuers, Tex,
Celler Gallivan Norton Upshaw
Connally, Tex. GI O’Connell, N. Y, efald
Connolly, Pa, Golder O'Connor, La.” Welsh

Cooper, Wis. Goldsborough O'Connor, N, Y, Zihlman
Crowther Green, Iowa Parker

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and sixty Members have
answered to their names, a quorum,

Mr. TILBON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connectieut moves to
dispense with further proceedings under the call. The question
is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were opened.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, Mr, Hupsox (at the request of Mr.
Mares) was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account
of illness,

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FRENCH., Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation
bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho moves that the
House resolye itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the naval
appropriation bill. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Lenreacu] will please take the chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid-
eration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. LEatBACH in
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whaole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill H. R. 7554, the naval appropriation bill, which the
Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (H. R. 7564) making appropriations for the Navy Department
and the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for

| other purposes.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to myself one hour at
first. I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my re-
marks on this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks on the bill. Is
there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Reserving the right to object, are they to
be the gentleman’s own remarks or some printed matter?

Mr. FRENCH. They will be my own remarks, though I may
use a quotation here and there, or something of that kind; but

| it will be right on this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I am going to ask that for a time I be not interrupted,
as I shall plan to cover the essential items in the bill and the
programs we have had in mind in shaping the recommenda-
tions that we bring to your consideration. In that way I
think we shall make progress,

To-day we take up consideration of the Navy appropriation
bill, and In my opening statement I want to present a sort
of general picture of the Navy, of the factors your committee
had to take into consideration in shaping the bill, and indicate
to you not only the items as we see them involved in the present
bill but point out in a general way future policy as it involves
appropriations from our Government.

We must have a Navy that is adequate to the country’s de-
fense and adequate to such emergencies as it is possible for
human foresight to indicate will arise within any near futuore.
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